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THE SAYERNAKE FOREST FIND OF 
ANCIENT BRITISH AND ROMAN COINS (1857) 


P. H. ROBINSON 

This hoard, discovered close to, if not within the suspected Belgic oppidum which lies 
to the south-east of Marlborough, was summarized by L. V. Grinsell in VCH 
Wilts, i. i, p. 104 and by Derek Allen in The Origins of Coinage in Britain: A Re-appraisal, 
p. 291, hoard 23. It is no. 39 in Commander Mack’s listing of Ancient British coin 
hoards in The Coinage of Ancient Britain (3rd edn., 1975), p. 173, where the summary 
is based on that by Derek Allen. The summaries by L. V. Grinsell and Derek Allen 
contrast in two respects. L. V. Grinsell suggests that other Ancient British coins recorded 
as having been found in the adjacent parish of Mildenhall may have come from the 1857 
hoard. Derek Allen, using a brief reference to the find in the Ordnance Survey records, 
which states that it totalled over 100 coins and was discovered in 1875, has postulated 
that two separate hoards may have been discovered, one in c. 1856 and one in that year. 
Recently there has been an unfortunate tendency to state in print that the hoard was 
found in 1875 (only). 

The purpose of this note is to summarize briefly the previously published sources for 
the hoard and to describe further sources; to confirm that one discovery only was made, 
and that in 1857, and to reassess as far as possible the contents of the hoard. 

The discovery of the hoard was reported in the Devizes and Wiltshire Gazette of 
26 February 1857, p. 3, col. iii; 

Discovery of Roman Coin in Marlborough Forest. A very large number of silver coins of the time 
of Julius Caesar have just been discovered by the labourers employed in digging sand at the forest 
brick kilns. They have been readily purchased of the men by lovers of antiquities in the neighbourhood. 

This passage is clearly the source for the reference to the hoard by a speaker at a meeting 
of the Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society held at Marlborough in 
1879 as \ . . many coins of Julius Caesar found at the forest brick kilns’. 1 Specific 
information about the coins present appears first in the register of accessions to the 
Coin and Medal Department at the British Museum, which records the gift in December 
1859 by O. H. Morshead Esq., whose address is given as the War Office, of two silver 
quinarii of Epaticcu of type Evans VIII, 13, 2 which are described as having been ‘found 
at Savernake, Wilts, in 1857’. Owen Henry Morshead was a pupil at Marlborough 
College from 1854 to 1858. 

John Evans’s Coins of the Ancient Britons (published 1864; with Supplement , 1890) 
contains three references to coins from the hoard. He mentions the two coins in the 
British Museum and four coins from the hoard at that time in his own collection 
two further quinarii of Epaticcu of type Evans VIII, 13, an uninsciibed base gold statei 
of type Evans D, 1 (Mack 62 = Derek Allen’s British Mb), and a very worn denarius of 

1 WAM xix (1881), p. 29. 

2 Not of type Evans VIII, 14 as stated in VCH Wills, t. i, p. 104. 
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Tiberius of type BMC 48. 1 At a different place he refers to an example of the base gold 
stater from the hoard which was not then in his possession. 2 It is unlikely that this is 
a second example of this coin as known to Evans: this page was probably written before 
Evans acquired his small group of coins from the hoard and was not revised before 
publication. At a later date Evans apparently acquired a third quinarius of Epaticcu of 
the same type from the hoard, but the circumstances of its acquisition are not known. 
A fourth quinarius of Epaticcu also existed in Evans’s cabinet, but without provenance. 
It passed in 1919 to the Ashmolean Museum and subsequently by exchange into the 
collection of Commander Mack. 3 There is a possibility that this coin is from the Saver- 
nakc Forest find but because of the uncertainty of this the coin is not listed as such 
below. The Supplement to Evans's book contains only a single reference to the hoard, 
recording that a second example of the base gold British Mb stater from the find was 
in the collection of the Revd. Charles Soames. 4 Evans’s phrase, ‘two or three coins of 
this type', may imply that he cither knew of at least one further example from the hoard 
or suspected its existence. 

Details about the discovery were first given in August 1879 in a paper read by the 
Revd. Charles Soames at Marlborough, subsequently published under the title ‘Coins 
found near Marlborough’. 5 The relevant passage is too well known to quote in full here. 
Briefly Soames records that ‘some 23 years ago’, i.e. in c. 1856, some men who were 
digging clay for a brickfield which was then worked at the top of Salisbury Hill on the 
Sarum road found a pot which contained ‘a considerable number of coins’: most of the 
coins fell into the hands of boys from Marlborough College, and as there was no school 
museum at that time they were not preserved there. Charles Soames states that he 
himself acquired two coins from the find which he does not, however, describe further. 
One of these was the base gold stater which has been mentioned above; Soames says 
that ‘some’ of these were found in the hoard, possibly taking his information from Evans. 
The second coin may be identified as the quinarius of Epaticcu, again of type Evans VIII, 
13, which formed lot 338 in the sale of Soames’s collection of coins at Sotheby’s on 20 
July 1903. Although no findspot is given for this coin in the sale catalogue, it is almost 
certain that it came from the Savernake Forest hoard : the type clearly occurred in some 
numbers in that find and no other among the relatively few Ancient British coins in 
Soames’s collection is, at our present knowledge of the hoard’s composition, a likely 
candidate. The annotated copy of the sale catalogue in the Department of Coins and 
Medals at the British Museum shows that the coin was sold to Spink’s. In his paper, 
Soames states only that ‘several’ examples of this coin were found in the hoard, but his 


1 J. Evans, Coins of the Ancient Britons (1864), 
p. 282. The denarius of Tiberius is not published in 
BMC. 

2 Ibid., p. 80. 

3 SCSI 20 The R. P. Mack Collection ( 1 973), no. 1 72. 
Sale catalogue of the R. P. Mack collection, Part I 
(Glendinings, 18 November 1975), lot 37. 

1 Op. cit., p. 438. See also p. 570 where he alludes 

to the Savernake Forest hoard as ‘the Epaticcus 
hoard’ in referring to a different find of Ancient 
British coins from the same area. The Revd. Charles 
Soames was curate in charge at MilJenhall, the parish 
adjacent to both Marlborough and Savernake for an 


uncertain number of years prior to 1861, and rector 
from 1861 until his death in 1894. He was a collector 
of coins (see further below), many of them found 
locally, published several papers in the Numismatic 
Chronicle and in WAM, and conducted excavations 
in Mildetihall. Some of his antiquarian papers arc at 
present on deposit in the library of the Wiltshire 
Archaeological and Natural History Society at De- 
vizes, while others are in private hands, but they con- 
tain only a few, generalized, references to the various 
finds of Ancient British coins in the area of Marl- 
borough. 

1 WAM xix (1881), pp. 84-8. 
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information again appears to have been derived from Evans’s Coins of the Ancient 
Britons rather than from personal knowledge of the hoard’s contents. 

It is unfortunate that the other accounts of the find are all general in nature and add 
relatively little information to the account given by Soames. The earliest which the 
present writer has been able to locate is in a manuscript preserved in the library of the 
Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society, entitled The Parish of Saint 
Mar}', The Blessed Virgin, Marlborough’ and written by the Revd. J. Wilkinson, M.A., 
at an uncertain date in the early 1860s. He i-ecords 

About six years ago, a crock containing several hundreds of British and Roman coins was dug out 
of the clay by some brick makers, not in this parish, but at the top of the first hill out of Marlborough 
on the Salisbury Road on the right hand side, 100 yards off the road. Some were of silver, but most of 
copper. They were soon dispersed among the College Masters and boys for small sums of current coin. 

A third account appears in F. E. Hulme, The Town , College and Neighbourhood of 
Marlborough (1881), p. 191. 

Some five and twenty years ago there was a famous find of British coins, easily distinguishable from 
Roman by their ruder char acter and concave surface, on the west side of Isbury. Most of them fell into 
unappreciative hands, and their value was long unrecognised, though some of them proved to be of 
extreme rarity — one, an uninscribed copper coin with a bird on one side and on the other an unknown 
device, is the only knowrn specimen of its kind. 

F. E. Hulme elsewhere acknowledges the assistance given to him by Charles Soames 
in writing his book and cites as one of the sources of his information Soames’s paper, 
‘Coins found near Marlborough’. He is, however, incorrect in stating that the unin- 
scribed copper coin depicting on one side a bird came from the 1 857 hoard, for Soames 
refers to the coin in his paper and disassociates it from his account of that discovery. 1 

The following two descriptions of the hoard were given by J. W. Brooke, by pro- 
fession the borough architect and surveyor of Marlborough, but also an antiquarian 
and collector of antiquities and coins. 2 In the Ordnance Survey Revision Object Name 
Book for Wiltshire xxix, S.W., p. 32, the publication of ‘British coins found a.d. 1875’ 
on O.S. 25" (1900) was authorized in March 1899. The hoard is described as found 

In an old chalk pit (now filled up) at the brickworks north-w'est of Brown’s Farm. About 100 gold 
staters of Epaticcus, a very rare British prince, with others. 

The second account appears in a letter dated 9 February 1938, published by Brooke 
in an uncertain Wiltshire or Berkshire newspaper. 3 

... in 1876 Joseph Hutchins, who worked a brickyard close by, unearthed a pot of over 100 British 
coins, gold and silver. No inquest was held. They were sold to College and Grammar schoolboys and 
the Rev. Charles Soames secured several which he showed to me. ’The find’ provided several unique 


1 Ibid., p. 86. See further below p. 7 n. 2. The coin 
is from Central Gaul (Derek Allen, The Origins of 

Coinage in Britain: A Re-appraisal, p. 279). 

1 Brooke’s 88 Ancient British and Gaulish coins 
were sold to Spink’s in December 1912and some were 
advertised for sale in SNC January 1914, with one 
exception which went to Devizes Museum with a part 
of his extensive collection of locally found Roman 
coins. A few of his Roman coins are known to have 
been sold to Spink’s, and two lots, each comprising 


1,000 Roman coins (presumably in poor condition) 
appear in the sale catalogue of part of his museum 
collection (Mark Jeans, Marlborough, 17 May 1917). 
As yet the present writer has not been able to discover 
how the remainder of his Roman coins and his English 
coins were disposed of. 

3 Press-cutting in one of Brooke's notebooks, pre- 
served in the library of the Wiltshire Archaeological 
and Natural History Society at Devizes. 
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specimens which linked up Epaticcus and Cunobeline with Tasciovanus, giving, as it were, a new page 
to history. 

That Brooke is incorrect in stating that there was a discovery in 1875 or 1876 is 
shown first by the fact that had Charles Soames acquired any coins from such a 
find, or if he had had any knowledge of it at all, he would certainly have mentioned it in 
the paper which he read in 1879. Secondly, Brooke was himself a close friend of 
Charles Soames and must have known of Soames’s paper: nevertheless he speaks only 
of a single discovery of coins. This infers that he accepted that only one discovery of 
coins was made on Salisbury Hill and it follows that as the date of 1857 for the discovery 
is certainly correct, Brooke’s dating of it as 1875 or 1876 must be at fault. 1 

Most of the detail given by Brooke corresponds sufficiently closely with the informa- 
tion given in the other accounts. Brooke’s statement, however, that the coins of Epaticcu 
were gold staters is certainly incorrect, for no other source infers that there were purer 
gold coins in the find. Clearly Brooke has amalgamated the silver quinarii of Epaticcu 
with the base gold British Mb staters. The mention of Cunobelin and Tasciovanus by 
Brooke should not be taken as showing that there were present in the find any coins of 
these kings or any of the gold staters of Epaticcu upon which he is styled ‘the son 
of Tasciovanus’. The phrase is almost certainly borrowed from the final paragraph of 
Soames’s paper, which in turn was taken from Evans’s demonstration that Epaticcu 
was the son of Tasciovanus and brother of Cunobelin. 

The accounts above show that the coins from the hoard were disposed of quickly 
and without any reliable account of the discovery being made, so that it is next to 
impossible to make a reasonable assessment of its size and contents. There is no way of 
choosing between the two estimates for the total number of coins found. The Revd. J. 
Wilkinson’s figure of ‘several hundreds’ has in its favour the fact that he was writing 
only about six years after the discovery. But whether he was personally involved with 
the find or was merely quoting contemporary speculation is uncertain. 

With regard to the Ancient British coins found, it is important to note that, although 
there are three separate if small known groups of securely provenanced coins from the 
find — those in the possession of O. H. Morshead, John Evans, and Charles Soames — 
nevertheless they are of two types only, that is silver quinarii of Epaticcu and British Mb 
staters. This would suggest strongly that these types must have predominated amongst 
the Ancient British coins. The base gold staters are clearly the ‘copper coins’ to which 
the Revd. J. Wilkinson refers in his manuscript. His account of the hoard infers that they 
predominated in it. They may also be identified as the concave coins described by F. E. 
Hulme, whose account again suggests that they were the chief coin present. 

It is impossible to draw' definite conclusions about the number of Roman coins that 
were present in the find. Most of the sources do not mention them at all while other 
references are suspect. The description of the hoard in 1879 as having comprised ‘many 
coins of Julius Caesar’ is, as suggested above, derived from the phrase in the new'spaper 
account of the find, ‘many coins of the time of Julius Caesar’. This phrase itself need not 
allude to Roman coins at all and it is possible that the title to the extract ‘Discovery of 

1 Brooke may have merely inverted the last two the discovery of the two small finds of Ancient British 
digits of the date of the discovery in his rough notes coins at Mildenhall in 1874 (see further below, 
at some stage, or he may have confused the find with p. 7 n. 2). 
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Roman Coin in Marlborough Forest’ was given to it by the newspaper’s editor, mis- 
understanding what his correspondent had meant by the phrase. The Revd. J. Wilkinson 
is the sole writer who does refer to Roman coins as present in the find, which is con- 
finned by the denarius of Tiberius acquired by John Evans. As, however, the other 
sources omit any reference to Roman coins while it would appear likely that the hoard 
may have consisted primarily of British Mb staters, it is possible that the Roman coins 
formed a very small proportion of the whole hoard. 

Three collections of coins formed by Wiltshire collectors included coins which may 
possibly have come from the Savernake Forest hoard. The first of these is a quinarius 
of Epaticcu, now in the Ashmolean Museum and from the collection formed by A. D. 
Passmore. Passmore, who lived at Wanborough, between Marlborough and Swindon, 
formed his collection between c. 1900 and 1957 and is known to have acquired many 
coins locally in central and north Wiltshire. Although the coin lacks a provenance, it may 
tentatively be assumed that it came from the Savernake hoard. 

A quinarius of Epaticcu of type Evans V 111, 13 appears as no. 14293 in SNC 
January 1914 amongst Ancient British and Gaulish coins, some of which, if not all, 
derive from the collection formed by J. W. Brooke and sold by him to Spink’s in 
December 1912. It is reasonable to suppose that it came from Brooke’s collection. 
The coin’s find spot is not given in the list. It seems likely that Brooke acquired it 
locally after memory of this had been lost, and that it too is a stray from the 
Savernake Forest hoard. 

The third coin was in the collection of the Revd. (later Canon) E. H. Goddard of 
Clyde Pypard, Wilts., in c. 1S90, for the reverse was illustrated as fig. 4 on p. 16 of 
W. Plenderleath, The White Horses of Wiltshire (no date but c. 1 890). It may be identified 
as the British Ma (Wonersh type) stater in the British Museum, ex T. G. Barnett (1935), 
ex Carlyon-Britton (1913, lot 11) collections. This is the type upon which the British Mb 
staters are based. The coin is not altogether characteristic of the British Ma series as 
a whole. The tore in front of the horse is not found on these coins in general and the 
forms of the ears and the mouth of the animal differ from those normally found with 
British Ma coins. The base gold British Mb staters, however, always show a tore in 
front of the horse and the forms of the ears and mouth are close to those on this coin. 
This, coupled with the coin's appearance in a nineteenth-century collection in Wiltshire, 
suggests that the coin may have come from the Savernake Forest hoard. The contrary 
arguments are, how'ever, strong. It is of much finer gold than the British Mb staters, 
weighing 77-8 gr./5-02 gm., and there is no suggestion in the accounts of the hoard that 
any coins other than of base gold (and silver) were present in it. Moreover, E. H. 
Goddard was the secretary of the Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society 
for many years and a staunch supporter of its museum in Devizes; if he had had any 
suspicion that the coin had been found in Wiltshire, he would certainly have presented 
it to that museum. It is safer, therefore, to disregard tins coin. 1 

In 1958 Derek Allen suggested that a group of eleven British Mb staters which formed 
lots 1 and 2 in Glcndinings sale of 21 February 1957 w'ere probably from the Savernake 
Forest hoard. 2 The coins were purchased by Spink’s: tw'o w'ere subsequently in the 

1 Canon Goddard's collection of coins was sold at is a gold quarter-stater, type not given, in lot 5. 

Glcndinings on 26 April 1912, lots 1-22. It did not - Op. cit. (supra, p. 3 n. 1), p. 291. 
include this coin. The only Ancient British coin listed 



collection of Commander Mack 1 while a possible third is in Leeds University Museum. 2 
A fourth coin is in Mr. H. R. Mossop’s collection (ex R. P. Mack collection, bought 
from Spink in 1965). A more recent description of the Leeds University coin states 
cautiously that it was ‘possibly ex Savernake Forest, Wilts., 1875, but more probably 
from a subsequent find’ but the reasons for this are not given. The 1957 sale contained 
an undue proportion of late Saxon coins from mints in Wessex and southern England— 
Wilton, Winchester, Southampton, Salisbury, and Exeter- — and this, together with the 
presence in lot 207 of two Dorset books, suggests that the collector who had formed the 
collection lived probably in that county or at least in Wessex. 

In view of our knowledge that the Savernake Forest hoard contained a substantial 
number of the British Mb staters, it would seem likely that this is indeed a further parcel 
from that find. Nevertheless, the fact as shown clearly by the Savernake Forest hoard, 
that major discoveries of Ancient British coins can go completely or almost completely 
unnoticed in print, 3 shows that the ascription of the parcel to that hoard should be 
treated with caution. It should be noted that the sale included only one other Ancient 
British coin, a gold quarter-stater of type Evans E 2, which is Derek Allen’s British Qc. 

More recently a smaller group of coins from the cabinet of a Midlands collector of 
coins, which was sold at D. W. Grey’s auction rooms at London on 16 September 1971, 
has been identified as from the hoard. It comprised a quinarius of Epaticcu (lot 162), of 
type Evans VIII, 14, a variant of type VIII, 13 with obverse legend reading epAt for 
epAti, a British Mb stater (lot 1 57), and a quinarius of Caratacus (lot 163), which is now 
in the National Museum of Wales. 4 There were no other Ancient British coins in the 
collection apart from these, while the billon Armorican stater in lot 153 is unlikely to 
have come from the hoard. Some or all of a small group of six Roman Republican and 
early Imperial denarii W'hich are associated in the sale catalogue with the above Ancient 
British coins may very well come from the hoard, for the collection included very few 
Roman coins and the poor condition of five of them would not normally make them 
attractive to a collector. The six coins are as follows: 

lot 161 Publius Calpurnius (rather than of L. Calpurnius Piso as stated in the sale catalogue) — fair 

163 L. Farsuleius Mensor (type uncertain) — fair 

161 coin described as of ‘Cornelius Lentulus’ — fair 

160 Mark Antony, legionary series, leg iv — fair 

161 Augustus (type C. 43) — better than fair 

1 59 Claudius and Agrippina Junior (type C. 4) — good fine but with some clipping and corrosion. 

Without, however, a more positive indication that they do come from the hoard, they 
must be treated with considerable caution and have not, therefore, been included in the 
list of coins from the find at the end of this paper. 

Although no other Ancient British or Roman coins are known today which certainly 
came from the hoard, the suggestion by L. V. Grinsell that seven Ancient British coins, 

1 SCBI 20 The R. P. Muck Collection (1973), nos. borough College Natural History Society Reports , 

61 and 62. xxxvii (1888), p. 146. 

2 SCBI 21 Coins in Yorkshire collections (1975), * G. C. Boon, ‘A Coin of Caratacus in the National 

no. 862. Museum of Wales', Bulletin of the Board of Celtic 

3 Note, for example, the possible hoard of six Studies , xxv. ii (1973), pp. 243-5. See also, G. C. 

Ancient British gold coins from Liddington Camp, Boon, 'Further Observations on a Coin of Caratacus 
Wilts., recorded only by J. W. Brooke, ‘Finding of in the National Museum of Wales’, ibid. xxvi. i (1974), 
Gold Coins (British and Roman) since 1885’, Marl- pp. 94-5. 
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which he lists as from the adjacent parish of Mildenhall, may have come from it. 1 
should briefly be examined. Five of these may be discounted immediately as they can 
be shown to have come from two separate, smaller discoveries, both made in Mildenhall 
in 1874.'- Of the two remaining coins, one, the /E coin of Cunobelin of an unrecorded 
type, is almost certainly a duplicated entry of one of the coins from one of the 1S74 
hoards. The last coin is a silver coin of Cunobelin published in Evans's Supplement, p. 565, 
and pi. XXII, 8 (— Mack 257 3 ). It is now in the British Museum and is from the collec- 
tion formed by Charles Soames. Both Evans and the sale catalogue of the Soames 
collection, in which it appears in lot 339, state that it was ‘found near Marlborough’ 
which might mean within the parishes of Marlborough, Savernake, or Mildenhall, etc. 
That the coin is not mentioned in Soames’s paper, ‘Coins found near Marlborough", 
suggests that he acquired the coin after 1879. It has, however, been holed in recent 
times, which would suggest that it may well have been discovered long before Soames 
acquired the coin, In theory, then, this coin might have come from the Savernake 


Forest hoard, but there is no proof of it. 4 

» VCH Wilts, i. i, pp. 87 and 104. 

- In his paper, ‘Coins found near Marlborough’, 
Soames slates that the first of these minor finds con- 
sisted of ‘two or three coins found near the same spot’ 
( VVAM xix (1 881 ), p. 86). He describes two coins, both 
of copper. The first, of Cunobelin of type Evans XII, 8, 
was published in Evans’s Supplement on p. 570, where 
it was said to have been found at Mildenhall in 1874 
‘within a mile of the Epaticcus hoard’. The second 
coin is from central Gaul and was also published in 
Evans’s Supplement on p. 479 and N 12 and is de- 
scribed as ‘found near Marlborough’. Both coins are 
now in the British Museum. Although Derek Allen 
states that the central Gaulish coin was found at 
Citnetio (i.c. Black Field in the parish of Mildenhall), 
this site lies about two miles from where the Savernake 
Forest hoard was found. It is more likely that the 
find spot was in or near the hill fort at Folly Farm. 
Mildenhall (known in the nineteenth century as 
‘Upper Cunctio’), from where finds dating from the 
first century a.d. arc now known. 

The second small discovery was described by 
Soames in his paper as ‘There were three silver unin- 
scribed coins found about the same time, one of which 
may be seen in the museum'. The museum to which he 
refers is that of Marlborough College and their coin 
is possibly that recorded as acquired in 1874 (Pro- 
ceedings of the Marlborough College Satiiral History 
Society (1875). p. 18 ‘British and Saxon Coins have 
recently been added to the Society's collection'). That 
Soames originally acquired two coins only from the 
find is confirmed by a letter from Soames to John 
Evans preserved in the Hcherdcn Coin Room at the 
Ashmolean Museum The coins arc of the 'Irregular 
Scries of the Dobmmi' of Derek Allen's classes L and 
M. All three me now in the British Museum, having 
been purchased at the sale of Soames’s collection by 
Rohm and 1 cuatdeni as agents for Sir John Evans. 
Although the means tw which Soames acquired the 
Marlborough College Museum com are unknown 


(? by exchange for other coins in his collection), it is 
not the only coin in his collection which appears to 
derive from that source. Soames appears to have 
acquired his two coins either in or after 1874 for he did 
not include them in a display of his coins in that year 
(V/AM xv (1875), p. 138). If the Marlborough College 
Museum coin was indeed that acquired in 1874, then 
the date of the small find’s discovery may be tenta- 
tively put as ‘probably late in 1874', which accords 
well with what Soames states in his paper. The find- 
spot is far from certain. Evans’s Supplement, pp. 467 f., 
and the present tickets of the coins merely state that 
they were ‘found near Marlborough’. This phrase is 
clearly derived from the title of Soames’s paper ‘Coins 
found near Marlborough’, which deals largely with 
coins from Mildenhall describing also, of course, the 
coins from Savernake Forest. ‘Near Marlborough’ 
might equally mean several other parishes near that 
town in which Ancient British coins have been found. 
Soames’s notes on the history of the parish of Milden- 
hall preserved in the library' of the Wiltshire Archaeo- 
logical and Natural History Society, include a reference 
to unspecified, uninscribed Ancient British coins 
found there and it is reasonable to suppose in our 
knowledge of Soames’s collection of coins, that he is 
probably alluding to these irregular Dobunnic coins. 
They may, then, tentatively be assigned to that parish, 
but not necessarily to the site of Black Field ICiuietio. 

8 No. 241a in Mack, The Coinage of Ancient Britain 
(3rd edition, 1975). 

4 D. F. Allen also cites an JE core of a British Rb 
quarter-stater in the British Museum as from Milden- 
hall ( Origins of Coinage in Britain: A Re-appraisal , 
p. 203; Bagendon, p. 129 and pi. xxxvii, no. 2). It is 
not mentioned in the various published records of 
coin finds from this site. Dr. J. P. C. Kent has ad- 
vised me that he has been unable to locate the coin 
at the British Museum in order to determine its 
provenance from its ticket. It is safer, therefore, to 
disregard this coin here. 
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L. V. Grinsell’s suggestion might also be extended to include Ancient British coins 
from the parishes of Marlborough and Savernake. From the former, two coins are 
listed by him in V.C.H. Wilts, r. i, p. 85. The silver coin of Cunobelin of unstated type 
is almost certainly a duplicated entry for the holed silver coin mentioned immediately 
above. The second coin is said to have been of copper of type Evans G, 7 (— Derek 
Allen’s Lx 22 = Mack 274). Derek Allen suggests, however, that it may be incorrectly 
identified and is certainly wrongly provenanced and he has listed it under ‘Aldbourne’. 1 

From the parish of Savernake, three Ancient British coins are recorded apart from 
those from the Savernake Forest hoard. These are — a Gallo-Belgic Ab 2 quarter-stater, 
found in Marlborough (i.e. Savernake) Forest before 1 9 1 2 ; 2 a possible discovery of 
a gold stater at Brown’s Farm in 1885, and an unspecified gold coin from Pantawick 
found in or shortly before 1888. 3 As, however, there is no evidence that the Savernake 
Forest hoard included any purer gold coins, these coins arc unlikely to come from it. 

Finally, with regard to the date w'hen the hoard was concealed or lost, Evans dated 
the coinage of Epaticcu after a.d. 15 and suggested that the worn denarius of Tiberius 
could be dated ‘hardly . . . before A.D. 20 or 25’. 4 Derek Allen has proposed a date of 
‘well into the second quarter of I a.d.’ for the coinage of Epaticcu and c. 25-30 for that 
of the denarius of Tiberius, and so for the concealment of the hoard as well. 5 * The almost 
certain presence in the hoard of a coin of Caratacus would suggest that the dale for its 
concealment might be brought forward still further. Boon has suggested that the original 
issue of coins by Caratacus must have been a large one.® That only one type of coin is as 
yet known for him suggests that the period of time during which he caused coins to be 
struck in his name w-as fairly short. The suggested dates of c. a.d. 35 (Allen) or c. a.d. 40 
(Boon) for the date when he succeeded Epaticcu have much, therefore, to commend 
them. This suggests that the Savernake Forest hoard may have been concealed in a.d. 43 
at the time of the Roman Invasion of Britain under Claudius. Without, however, more 
definite evidence we cannot be positive about tins, and there is no reason why the hoard 
should not have been deposited on some other occasion between, say, c. a.d. 40 and 50. 7 

The presence in the hoard of so many examples of the base gold British Mb stater 
raises a serious problem as the number suggests that they may have been struck rela- 
tively shortly before the concealment of the hoard. There is only one other example 
with a recorded findspot: this is that coin in the British Museum with a ticket recording 
that it was found at an unspecified date and under unrecorded circumstances at Marks 
Tey in Essex. Two, probably three, hoards are recorded as having been found at Marks 
Tey, 8 and although all are badly recorded, they were clearly all concealed before the 


1 Origins of Coinage in Britain: A Re-appraisal, 
p. 191. 

2 The coin is listed in SNC January 1914, and was 
clearly one of (he coins from J. VV. Brooke’s collection, 
sold to Spink’s in December 1912. If Brooke had be- 
lieved that the coin came from the Savernake Forest 
hoard, he would have said so, but instead refers solely 
to coins from it in the collection of Charles Soames. 

3 J. W. Brooke, op. cit. {supra, p. 6 n. 3), p. 146. 

4 Coins of the Ancient Britons (1864), p. 282. 

6 Derek Allen, ’The Belgic Dynasties of Britain and 

their Coins’, Archaeologia, xc (1944), p. 25 n. 3. 

4 G. C. Boon, ‘Further Observations on a Coin of 


Caratacus in the National Museum of Wales’, Bulletin 
of the Board of Celtic Studies, xxvt, i (1974). p. 94. 

~ For example, at the time of presumed hostilities 
which led to the expulsion of Vcrica from Britain, 
shortly before a.d. 43. 

8 Marks Tey (1803)= Mack {The Coinage of 
Ancient Britain, 3rd edn. 1975), hoard no. 6, and 
Allen ( The Origins of Coinage in Britain; a Re- 
appraisal), hoard no. 14. Marks Tey (1843) = Mack 
no. 19 and Allen no. 27. ‘Five miles from Colchester’ 
(1807) = Mack no. 8 and Allen— although he refers 
to it under hoard 27. 
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end of the first century b.c. Jf the coin was from one of these hoards then the base gold 
staters as a whole must be dated to about the last quarter of that century, or possibly 
a little earlier. 

The base gold staters are variants of a similarly uniface stater in better gold, and 
although no example of this latter coin is published in Commander Mack’s The Coinage 
of Ancient Britain (1975), where the type (Mack 62) is described as of base gold, two 
examples are illustrated in SCBl The R. P. Mack Collection as nos. 59 and 60 and are 
there classed as of this type. As stated above, the Mack 62 staters as a group are to be 
related to the British Ma (Wonersh type) staters of type Mack 148, the distribution of 
which is centred on Surrey and Sussex. In The Origins of Coinage in Britain: A Re- 
appraisal, Derek Allen classes Mack 147 as also of the Wonersh type: Commander 
Mack, however, dissociates Mack 147 from the type. 

While there are clear points of difference between the Mack 62 staters (in both base 
and finer gold) and the Mack 148 staters, the points of similarity between the base gold 
staters and the Wonersh type stater in the British Museum from the T. G. Barnett, 
P. Carlyon-Britton, and the Revd. E. H. Goddard collections, mentioned earlier in this 
paper, suggest that we have here not two separate coinages or one coinage with a long 
life span, growing debased towards the end of its issue, but one with a relatively re- 
stricted life span, exhibiting a wide variation in style, detail of ornament, and metal 
content. 

Derek Allen has dated the British M series to c. 35-20 b.c. The characteristic form 
of the sun above the horse relates it, however, to the inscribed gold staters of Addedo- 
maros, whose floruit is put at 15-5 B.c.' Coins of Addedomaros were also present in at 
least two of the hoards from Marks Tey, which further suggests that the two coinages 
may overlap. The British M series might then be brought tentatively down to nearer the 
end of the first century B.c. 

If the base gold British Mb staters do date before the end of the first century b.c., 
then the Savernake Forest hoard may possibly be seen as a wealth hoard, with apparently 
a substantial element of coin which the depositor may have inherited from his father or 
possibly even grandfather. This would, of course, completely nullify the value of the 
denarius of Tiberius for dating purposes, for it may be associated with the British Mb 
coins rather than the coins of Epaticcu and Caratacus which were added to the others 
nearer in time to the concealment of the hoard. A further possibility is that the Roman 
coins in the hoard may represent a third group of coins added at yet another time. 
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APPENDIX 

LIST OF IDENTIFIABLE COINS FROM THE 
SAVERNAKE FOREST HOARD (1857) 

Debased gold uniface staters, type Allen, British Mb (= Mack 62; Evans D, 1). (Weights are given in 
grains.) 

1. Die I coin a. H. R. Mossop, ex R. P. Mack, ex Spink’s (1965). Probably ex Glendining’s sale, 21 

February 1957, lots 1-2. VV't. 66-5. 

2. Die T coin b. R. P. Mack ( SCBI The .Mack Collection, no. 61), ex Glendining’s sale, 21 February 

1957, lot 2. Wt. 62-5. 

3. Die II coin a. Present location unknown. D. W. Grey auction room, London, 16 September 1971, 

lot 157 (illustrated in catalogue). Wt. not recorded. 

There is a die duplicate of this coin in Mr. H. R. Mossop’s collection, ex Garner (1960) but 
not certainly from the sale at Glendinings on 21 February 1957, or otherwise attributable to this 
hoard. Wt. 61-3. 

4. Die III coin a. R. P. Mack ( SCBI The Mack Collection , no. 62), ex Glendining’s sale, 21 February 

1957, lot 2. Wt. 54-3. 

5. Die IV coin a. Leeds University no. 92 ( SCBI Yorkshire, no. 862). Anonymous gift in 1957. Possibly 

ex Glendining’s sale, 21 February 1957, lots 1-2. Wt. 62-49. 

6. Die V coin a. B.M. ex Sir Arthur Evans (1919), ex Sir John Evans, who acquired it before 1864. 

Wt. 69. 

From the same die is the coin also in the B.M. said to have been found at Marks Tey, Essex, 
which weighs 74 grains. There is a third coin from the same die also in the B.M., purchased in 
1873 from the Revd. Greville J. Chester, which weighs 69-3. The marginally higher weight of the 
coins from this die should be noted. 

7. Die uncertain. Present location unknown. The Revd. Charles Soames’s collection and possibly one 

of the coins in lot 333 of the sale of his collection (Sotheby, 20 July 1903), purchased by Calvert. 
Wt. not recorded. 

8-14. Dies not recorded. Seven coins in the sale at Glendining’s, 21 February 1957, lots 1 and 2. 
Purchased by Spink’s. Wts. not recorded. 

Silver ‘quinarii of Epaticcu, type Mack 263 (= Evans VIII, 13). 

The six coins listed below are all from different obverse and reverse dies. 

1. B.M. 632, given by O. H. Morshead (1859). Wt. 17-75. 

2. B.M. 633, given by O. H. Morshead (1859). Wt. 19-75. 

3. B.M. 631, ex Sir Arthur Evans (1919), ex Sir John Evans. Wt. 19-6. 

4. B.M. 634, ex Sir Arthur Evans (1919), ex Sir John Evans. Wt. 17-4. 

5. Ashmolean Museum, ex Sir Arthur Evans, ex Sir John Evans. Wt. 19. 

Two of the above three coins were acquired by Sir John Evans before 1864 and one after that date. 

6. Ashmolean Museum, ex A. D. Passmore (1955). Wt. 17-4. 

Die not identifiable. 

7. Present location unknown. The Revd. C. Soames’s collection (Sotheby, 20 July 1903, lot 338), 

purchased by Spink’s. Wt. not recorded. 

8. Present location unknown. SNC Jan. 1914 no. 14293. Probably ex J. W. Brooke (collection sold 

to Spink's in December 1912). Wt. not recorded. 
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Silver ‘quinarius’ of Epaticcu, type Mack 263. Variant with obverse reading epAt (= Evans VIII, 14). 
1. Present location unknown. D. W. Grey auction rooms, London, sale on 16 September 1971, lot 162. 
NVt. 18 8. 

Silver ‘quinarius’ of Caratacus, type Mack 265 (= Evans XX, 8). 

1. National Museum of Wales, ex D. W. Grey auction rooms, London, sale on 16 September 1971, 
lot 163. Wt. 19-6. 

Roman coins: Tiberius, denarius of type BMC 48. 

1. B.M., ex Sir Arthur Evans (1919), ex Sir John Evans, who acquired it prior to 1864. 



A NUMERATION OF LATE 
ANGLO-SAXON COIN TYPES 


IAN STEWART 

Over the years late Anglo-Saxon coins, from the reform of Edgar to the Conquest, 
have received attention from a considerable number of students who have differed greatly 
in their interpretation and arrangement of the material. As a result, the types and 
varieties have been classified, designated, or numbered in many different ways and it may 
fairly be wondered whether yet another numeration is necessary or useful. 

Coins are usually studied and recorded with the emphasis either on time or on place; 
only occasionally is a serious attempt made to reconcile the two, as in Allen’s British 
Museum Catalogue of coins of Henry II, where they are listed by mint but illustrated 
by type. When dealing with coins by type or issue (in what one might call the geo- 
graphical or horizontal dimension) the relative designation of types is fairly unimpor- 
tant, since in this respect the material is basically uniform and detailed breakdown will 
be by mint and moneyer. But when treating the coins of a single mint or region in 
chronological order (or in a vertical dimension) there is constant need to refer to the 
sequence of types and issues in a simple, accurate, and continuous series. After the 
frustrations of using the existing equipment for a purpose of this kind — that of con- 
sidering the activities of particular mints and moneyers over a period — I have come 
to the conclusion that a new system is essential. 

All the available systems have serious disadvantages, and the current practice of 
using descriptive labels instead, Crux, Quatrefoil and suchlike, is a consequence of this. 
Unfortunately however, these labels are unsuited for use in considering the coinage of 
moneyers or mints over a period of time, since they carry no implication of sequence 
(of which they therefore demand intimate knowledge by the user), and need constant 
reference to reigns or rulers because some types are found with more than one royal 
name whilst others involve similar labels for separate types in different reigns . 1 A precise 
description of which types are known of a moneyer whose career spanned two or more 
reigns is thus a long-winded exercise, especially if there are some gaps in the series. 

The disadvantages of existing classifications derive partly from progress in numismatic 
knowledge since they were devised and partly from their inclusion of types and varieties 
which do not have the status of main issues. Modern research , 2 much of it initiated or 
inspired by Professor Dolley, has established inter alia: that Ethelred’s Small Cross 
type (Hildebrand A) consists of three parts, one a continuation of Edgar’s Reform type 

1 This problem led H. B. A. Petersson in Anglo- Type A of Aethehaed II (Antikvariskt Arkiv 9, Lund, 

Saxon Currency (Lund, 1969) to make a brave at- 1958); C. S. S. Lyon, G. van der Meer, and Dolley, 
tempt at devising a system of labels based on reverse ‘Some Scandinavian Coins in the Names of Aethel- 
types, but some of these (e.g. Pellet Cross tor Ann-and- racd, Cnut and Harthacnut Attributed by Hilde- 
Sceptre, type 12, or Crescent Cross for Helmet , type brand to English Mints’, B.N.J. xxx, pp. 235-51; 
18) are somewhat artificial as well as being unfamiliar, Dolley, ‘The Jewel Cross Coinage of Aelfgifu Emma, 
and they have not been widely used by others. Harthacnut and Harold I’, ibid, xxvii, pp. 266-75; 

2 Amongst much relevant literature see especially; and P. J. Seaby, ‘The Sequence of Anglo-Saxon Coin 
R. H. M. Dolley, Some Reflections on Hildebrand Types, 1030-50’, ibid, xxviii, pp. 111-46. 
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perpetuated by Edward the Martyr, the second an ephemeral experiment near the end 
of the Crux issue, the third and largest, a substantive issue at the end of the reign; that 
most of the types in the names of Cnut, Harold I, and Harthacnut distinguished by 
Hildebrand 1 and in the British Museum Catalogue 2 are Scandinavian imitations; that 
coins of the Jewel Cross and Arm-and-Sceptre types in Cnut’s name were struck not 
in his lifetime but the latter in Harthacnut’s sole reign (1040-2). and the former probably 
during his joint rule with Harold I (1035-6); and that neither the Hildebrand nor the 
BMC nor the Brooke 3 sequence of the early issues of Edward the Confessor can be 
sustained. As a result, the sequence of types embodied in the standard works by these 
authorities needs fundamental revision, and they are therefore misleading to use for any 
purpose involving a chronological view of the coinage. 

Two recent numerations take account of modern progress, those in J. J. North's 
English Hammered Coinage and Seaby’s Standard Catalogue. Apart from problems in 
the area of Harold and Harthacnut, where neither has freed itself from the traditional 
preoccupation with royal names that has for so long hindered understanding of the 
structure of Anglo-Saxon coinage, both suffer for chronological purposes from three 
drawbacks inherent in their kind: first, that by virtue of separate numbers substantive 
types are given equal status with varieties of unequal significance; second, that even the 
bulk of some substantive types — e.g. Fleur-de-Lis, Pacx (Seaby), and Expanding Cross 
(North) — may be divided between entries separately numbered; and third, that on a 
strict definition no single number represents the whole of a substantive issue unless no 
varieties of it are separately listed. These difficulties can be well illustrated by trying to 
express by means of North’s numeration the fact that a given moneyer is recorded from 
the first to the fifth issue of the Confessor with the exception of the second. We cannot 
say that he is known for the types from North 813 to 823 except for 816: that would 
imply that he struck coins of the varieties 814, 815, etc., which he probably did not, 
and which in any case we would often not be able to establish on the basis of descrip- 
tions published by those who were not concerned with such fine differentiation of 
typological variety. We cannot say, either, that he is known for types 813, 817, 818, and 
820/823, but not 816, so picking out the numbers representing substantive issues; 
apart from the difficulty of splitting the Expanding Cross issue according to weight 
(which published records often omit), that would imply that in each of the four known 
issues his coins were all of the standard type, whereas it is quite possible, for example, 
that his known coins of the Pacx type were of North 814 rather than 813. 

Neither North’s nor Seaby’s numeration is therefore suitable for our purpose, and 
the reason is that both are designed to identify individual specimens and not those 
groups of similar but not always identical coins which make up an issue. Hildebrand in 
part approached the latter objective by designating the coins of each king by separate 
letters according to their reverse type. But reverse types are. though largely, not entirely 
coincident with issues (the Small Cross type, Hildebrand A, is divided between two 
separate issues in the reigns of both Ethelred and Edward the Confessor) while the 
reigns after Ethelred are badly confused by Scandinavian imitations, by the variety of 
royal names within two main issues in the Harold-Harthacnut period, and by the 

1 B. E. Hildebrand, Angtosachsiska Mynt, 3rd edn, British Museum, Anglo-Saxon Scries, vol. ii. 1893 

Stockholm, 1881. (cited as BMC). 

2 C. F. Keary, Catalogue of English Coins in the 3 G. C. Brooke, English Coins. 3rd edn.. 1950. 



14 A NUMERATION OF LATE ANGLO-SAXON COIN TYPES 

incorrect sequence for Edward the Confessor. Grueber and Keary in the British Museum 
Catalogue created an even greater profusion of ‘types’ by giving separate numbers to 
most of the sub-types, varieties, and mules, which Hildebrand had gathered together 
within his main types and denoted by small letters suffixed; although, perversely, when 
they did collect variants within a single type they sometimes applied the undifferenced 
number to a minor variety or mule, and then placed the standard type in a subsidiary 
position to it — making, for example, Hildebrand’s type Cb (which is a rare mule between 
the Intermediate Small Cross and Crux types) type iii and the mass of normal Crux 
coins, type iiia. The picture was drastically tidied up in English Coins by Brooke, who 
excluded most (though not all) of the Scandinavian copies, typological variants, and 
mules, and so approached the kind of basic list of types which is our present need; 
advances in knowledge have since, however, rendered his numbering of every reign 
unsatisfactory for one reason or another. 

None of these systems therefore meets the need for a simple reference to the main 
issues, uncomplicated by varieties within them, gathering together coins of the same 
type and issue with different royal names, ignoring non-substantive types and arranged 
in what we may now hope is established as a definitive sequence. To provide this I 
have numbered each main issue separately in a single series from Edgar’s Reform type 
to the Conquest. The twenty-three types are listed in table A with their descriptive labels 
and their equivalents according to Hildebrand, BMC, Brooke, Hawkins, North, and 
Seaby. It is not by any means suggested that this continuous numeration should be used 
for all purposes or that the familiar descriptive type labels should be abandoned. Indeed, 
at first mention it is usually convenient to identify the type in this way — e.g. type 6 
(Ethelred’s Last Small Cross), particularly in anything other than a technical numismatic 
context. Also, where discussion is concentrated on the coins of one or two types only, 
labels continue to be the most easily comprehensible and suitable to use. For the many 
non-substantive types and variants it seems perfectly satisfactory to retain the designa- 
tions of earlier systems. Hildebrand’s sub-types are often convenient and the few gaps 
in his system, or the need to differentiate part of a type (e.g. Intermediate Small Cross), 
can usually be met by reference to BMC or North. Mules may be treated similarly — 
e.g. one may say Pacx/ Radiate, or in Hildebrand’s scheme type Aa of Edward the Con- 
fessor, though there is equally no difficulty in using the new system (type 13/14). 

Three types, 1 ( Reform-First Small Cross), 10 ( Jewel Cross) and 12 (A rm-and-Sceptre), 
cover coins in the name of more than one king. These may be differentiated either by 
giving the king’s name afterwards — type 10 (Harold) — as is often desirable for the sake 
of clarity in a text, or by means of some code which is convenient for use in lists or tables. 
Unfortunately, there are too many E’s, C’s, and H’s to use simple initials, so that any 
scheme has to be somewhat artificial. Personally I use, and have found simple to remem- 
ber, the following: 

Type 1 R — EdgaR, Reform type 
M — Edward the Martyr 

A — bethel red II, First Small Cross (Hildebrand A) 

Type 10 D — Definitive Jewel Cross type in name of HarolD 
C — Cnut 
H — //arthacnut 
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Type 12 C — Cnut 

H — //arthacnut 

These are the only three cases in which the part of the type in each separate name con- 
stitutes a material proportion of the whole issue: other instances, such as type 9 (Quit’s 
Short Cross ) in Harold’s name or type 12 in Edward the Confessor’s, are oddities of 
extreme rarity which need special mention anyway. 

It should be emphasized that each of the twenty-three types does not necessarily con- 
stitute an entire or separate issue. Under the renovatio system most changes of type 
involved the demonetization and reminting of at least a large part of the currency, and 
the extensive network of mints permitted one issue to be replaced by the next on a 
national scale. Where the duration of a single type coincided with the period between 
recoinages, it is often called a substantive type (or by Petersson, a period- type). Under 
Ethelred two abortive types were each struck by a limited number of mints, Intermediate 
Small Cross near the end of the Crux issue (type 3), and Agnus Dei probably between 
types 5 and 6 ( Helmet and Last Small Cross ) ; being clearly non-substantive, these types 
have not been given separate numbers, and where reference is needed ISC and AD can 
be used (perhaps in the forms type 3 (ISC) and type 5 bis (AD) in any context where a 
sequential connotation is needed). In other cases we do not know whether a change of 
type involved a national renovatio. It may be, for instance, that types 22 and 23, Edward 
the Confessor’s last type and the only one of Harold II (and perhaps also the first type 
of William I), belonged to a single issue, during which politics required new types to 
advertise new kings. There is only one converse case, that of type 2 (Ethelred’s Hand 
type, Hildebrand B), where it has been proposed that the coins of one basic type-group 
belong to more than one renovatio issue. There are three variants of the Hand type: 
Hildebrand B1 which has a diademed bust without sceptre; B2 which has a cross 
pommee sceptre and a slightly elaborated reverse design; and B3, normally without 
diadem, with a cross pattee sceptre and the Manus Dei in benediction. The last, known 
as Benediction Hand, is very rare and clearly non-substantive, but it is less clear whether 
or to what extent B1 (usually called First Hand) was followed or replaced by B2 (Second 
Hand). Nevertheless, typologically these three variants have much more in common than 
other adjacent issues and it is therefore fair to group them all together as previous classi- 
fications have done. For differentiation (Bl), (B2), and (B3) may be used, or to avoid 
confusion with other numbers in tables, etc., (F), (S), and (B). 

It has been remarked to me by Mrs. Smart 1 that there is one considerable objection 
to the system here proposed, namely that it fails to convey to a non-specialist the reign 
or historical context of a type, and so a separate numbering within each reign would be 
preferable; historians naturally like to know which reign they are in, since it provides 
an immediate general time-reference and conjures up an ambience of the relevant 
historical matter, whilst if a reign reference is added, or even if a certain reign is only 
under general discussion, they might be forgiven for believing that a large number of 
types was issued in any reign after Ethelred. To this I can only say that while these 
problems can be overcome, those of a reign-by-reign system cannot be except, as I 
have found, at the expense of undermining the whole concept of concentrating on the 
integrity of the basic types. Much of this problem lies in the Harold-Harthacnut period, 

1 Letter, St. Andrews, 23 Sept. 1975. 



16 


A NUMERATION OF LATE ANGLO-SAXON COIN TYPES 


but there is also in several cases a small typological overlap from one reign to the next, 
quite apart from the distribution of the integral type 1 between three reigns, all of which 
a regnal division would obscure besides complicating the numeration within each reign. 
Nevertheless, it must be recognized that there are these disadvantages in a continuously 
numbered series used on its own. Any broad discussion, including frequent references to 
coins of various types, probably needs, therefore, to be prefaced by a statement to the 
effect that, e.g. three main types were struck during Cnut’s reign, Quatrefoil, Helmet, and 
Short Cross, numbered respectively 7, 8, and 9, in the continuous series; thereafter, the 
type number, the label or ‘Cnut’s second issue’ can be used according to context. This 
last form (or, more explicitly, ‘the fourth of Edward the Confessor’s ten types’) can be 
used more generally when there is need to refer to a particular issue of Cnut or Edward 
the Confessor and to set it in its historial place. 

There would be advantages if the sequence of serial numbers could be extended to 
include the types struck for the Norman kings before the renovatio system, which had 
collapsed in the Stephen civil war, was finally abandoned in 1 158 with the first of the two 
major recoinages instituted by Henry II. Unfortunately, the sequence at some points of 
Henry I’s fifteen types is still in considerable doubt, 1 and it would therefore be pre- 
mature to attempt to continue the numeration for the issues of this period. So far as 
concerns the thirteen types issued under the two Williams, however, it is generally 
agreed that the sequence of issues is now settled and there would, in addition to con- 
venience, be a positive advantage in numbering these from type 24 to type 36. 2 The 
reason for this is that Brooke’s allocation of eight types to the Conqueror and five to 
Rufus is no more than a hypothesis; by defining the Paxs issue as type VIII of William I 
and the Profile and Sword type as type I of William II it begs the whole question 
of attribution and renders it almost impossible to discuss sensibly in terms of BMC 
numbering what may be an artificial division between the two reigns. I have accordingly 
added, in table B, a list of the thirteen types of the two Williams with the labels used by 
Brooke in the British Museum Catalogue and with the Hawkins figure numbers (widely 
used by Brooke himself in his introduction, as if he had written it before settling on his 
eventual BMC numbering) and the North and Seaby references. For Henry I and 
Stephen we may continue to use the Brooke numbers for the time being, though learning 
to discipline ourselves never to refer, for example, to the ‘tenth issue of Henry 1’, but 
to ‘j BMC type X of Henry I’ which is probably not the same thing. For some purposes, 
however, it has been suggested to me that it might be convenient to recommence the 
numeration, after a gap for the first twelve types of Henry I, for the last three issues of 
that reign, BMC types XIII (49), XIV (50), and XV (51), and for the four which are all 
that can be regarded as substantive issues 3 of Stephen, BMC types I (52), II (53), VI (54), 
and VII (55); type nos. 37-48 could then be allocated as and when the sequence of 
issues in the first quarter of the eleventh century becomes established beyond reasonable 
doubt. 

1 See M. M. Archibald, ‘English Medieval Coins as 3 BMC type VI, though of necessity confined to the 
Dating Evidence’, in Coins and the Archaeologist (ed. south-east by Stephen’s loss of authority elsewhere, 
Casey and Reece, 1974), pp. 234-71 (at pp. 248-9). may represent an attempted renovatio, but in the 

2 The possibility of doing this was mentioned in absence of hoard evidence we know little about this 

passing in an earlier draft of this paper and I have very rare type. Types III, IV, and V appear to be 
been encouraged to propose it more positively by purely local issues from the period when central royal 
several of those who commented on the draft. control had broken down. 
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TABLE A 

Coin Types from Edgar's Reform to the Conquest 


Type no. 

Ruler’s name 

Descriptive label 

Hilde- 

BMC Brooke 

Hawkins 

North 

Seaby 




brand 



fig- 



1. 


Small Cross 







1 (R) 

Edgar 

Reform 

Cl 

vi 

6 

200 

752 

6 60 

1 (M) 

Edward the Martyr (Sole type) 

A 

i 

1 

202 

763 

662 

1 (A) 

Ethelred II 

First Small Cross 

A 

i 

1 

205 

764 

663 

2. 


Hand 







2(F) 


First Hand 

B1 

iia 

2 

(type 5) 

766 

664 

2(S) 


Second Hand 

B2 

iid 

2 

206 

768 

665 

2(B) 


Benediction Hand 

B3 

iif 

2 

(type 6) 

769 

666 

3. 


Crux 

C 

iiia 

3 

(type 2) 

770 

667 

ISC. 


Intermediate Small Cross 

A 

i 

1 

205 

773 

667b 

4. 


Long Cross 

D 

iva 

5 

207 

774 

668 

5. 


Helmet 

E 

viii 

4 

203 

775 

669 

AD. 


Agnus Dei 

G 

X 

6 

(type 7) 

776 

671 

6. 


Last Small Cross 

A 

i 

1 

205 

111 

670 

7. 

Cnut 

Quatrefoil 

E 

viii 

2 

212 

781 

675 

8. 


Helmet 

G 

xiv 

3 

213 

787 

676 

9. 


Short Cross 

H 

xvi 

4 

208 

790 

677 

10. 


Jewel Cross 







10(D) 

Harold I 


A 

i 

1 

(type 1) 

802 

679 

10(C) 

Cnut 


K 

XX 

6 

211 

797 

678 

10 (H) 

Harthacnut 


A, Aa 

i, ia 

1 

216 

808-9 

682-3 

11. 

Harold I 

Fleur-de-lis 

B 

VC 

2 

214 

803-4 

680-1 

12. 


Arm-and-sceptre 







12(C) 

Cnut 


I 

xvii 

5 

209 

799 

685 

12(H) 

Harthacnut 


B 

ii 

2 

217 

811 

684 

13. 

Edward Confessor 

Pacx 

D 

iv 

4 

221 

813 

687-8 

14. 


Radiate 

A 

i 

2 

226 

816 

689 

15. 


Trefoil 

C 

iii 

1 

220 

817 

690 

16. 


Small Flan 

B 

ii 

3 

229 

818 

691 

17. 


Expanding Cross 

E 

V 

5 

219 

820, 3 

692 

18. 


Helmet 

F 

vii 

6 

227 

825 

693 

19. 


Sovereign 

H 

ix 

7 

228 

827 

694 

20. 


Hammer Cross 

G 

xi 

8 

222 

828 

695 

21. 


Facing Bust 

Ac 

xiii 

9 

225 

830 

696 

22. 


Pyramids 

I 

XV 

10 

223 

831 

697 

23. 

Harold II 

Pax 

A 

i 

1 

230 

836 

699 


Incidentally, for purposes where one needs to refer to BMC type numbers for Nor- 
man coins in quantity, a useful short-hand is simply to use an initial for the reign (Con- 
queror and Rufus to avoid confusing the Williams) followed by the BMC type numeral, 
thus C vii, H xiv, and so on. 

The numeration of issues here proposed is the result of long experiment for private 
use in tabulating and recording late Anglo-Saxon and Norman coins by type, mint, 
and moneyer. I venture to publish it partly by way of explanation since I have used it in 
current work, some of which is now in the press , 1 and partly because I hope it may 
be found useful by others. Before putting it forward I have discussed it with others 
interested in the same field and would like to thank many friends for their comments, 

1 ‘The Sussex Mints and their Moneyers’ in Aelte and After, a volume to mark the 1500th anniversary of 
the arrival of the Saxons in Sussex. 

5433 C 76 C 
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TABLE B 


Coin Types of William I and II 


Type 

no. 

Descriptive label 

BMC 


Hawkins 

fig- 

North 

Seaby 

24. 

Profile[Left]-Cross Fleury 

i 


233 

839-41 

701 

25. 

Bonnet 

ii 


234 

842 

702 

26. 

Canopy 

iii 


236 

843 

703 

27. 

Two Sceptres 

iv 

B 

237 

844 

704 

28. 

Two Stars 

V 

, 

238 

845 

705 

29. 

Sword 

vi 

S 

243 

846 

706 

30. 

Profile [Right]-Cross and Trefoils 

vii 


239 

847 

707 

31. 

Paxs 

viii ; 


241 

848-50 

708 

32. 

Profile [and Sword] 

i 


244 

851 

709 

33. 

Cross in Quatrefoil 

ii 

c 

246 

852 

710 

34. 

Cross Voided 

m 

c 

* .2 

250 

853-4 

711 

35. 

Cross Pattee and Fleury 

iv 


247 

855 

712 

36. 

Cross Fleury and Piles 

V J 

% 

248 

856 

713 


in particular Miss Marion Archibald, Mr. Christopher Blunt, Professor Dolley, 
Mr. Stewart Lyon, Dr. Gay van der Meer, Mr. Peter Seaby, Mr. Robert Seaman, and 
Mrs. Veronica Smart; although the proposals as they stand are, of course, my own. 



THREE TENTH-CENTURY HOARDS: BATH (1755), 
KINTBURY (1761), THREADNEEDLE STREET 

(before 1924) 

C. E. BLUNT AND H. E. PAGAN 

In his valuable list of hoards, Professor DoIIey names only four from the south of 
England and one from East Anglia deposited between 930 and Edgar’s reform of the 
coinage in the 970s. 1 Of the southern finds, the one from Threadneedle Street, London 
(DoIIey, no. 83) is virtually unpublished; another, from Oxford (Dolley, no. 74), 
consists of four coins, all so corroded or damaged as to make close identification very 
difficult; of the other two, from Bath and Kintbury, the sketchiest information has so 
far been available. Of the one East Anglian find, made at Honedon in Suffolk in 1687 
(Dolley, no. 85), Mrs. Strudwick (now Mrs. Martin) has been able to record only 
twenty-four coins out of a probable total of 200 to 300, but in so doing has produced 
a clear picture of the likely composition of the whole. The purpose of this paper is to 
place on record information that has lately come to light on the Bath and Kintbury 
hoards (Dolley, nos. 93 and 90), to publish in detail the little Threadneedle Street 
hoard, and to compare the Honedon hoard with them. 

THE BATH HOARD OF 1755 (Dolley no. 93) 

Dr. Metcalf, in his valuable study of the records of the Society of Antiquaries, called 
attention to a find of tenth-century coins at Bath 2 which, though mentioned incidentally 
in a published work, 3 had previously escaped the notice of modern numismatists. He 
supplemented the evidence of the Society’s minute books with a long extract from 
a letter in the British Museum from W. Oliver, dated 22 January 1756. 

These contemporary accounts show that during the demolition in 1755 of the Abbey 
House (or Priory House), a building of medieval origin associated with Bath Abbey 
which stood beside the Roman Bath there, workmen came across a number of graves 
at depths of seven to nine feet belonging to an Anglo-Saxon cemetery that overlay 
a Roman floor. (Professor Cunliffe has informed us that one further grave from the 
cemetery was discovered in his excavations in the area in the 1960s.) It was in one of 
these graves that the hoard was discovered. The Antiquaries’ minute book states that 
the coins were found in a stone coffin, Oliver’s letter that they were found ‘under the 
occiput of a skeleton, who did not appear to have any coffin — They seem to have been 
laid up in a wooden box’. 

When they come to the identification of the coins the two accounts differ in detail. 
The first entry in the minute books refers to ‘50 pieces of Saxon coin of Ethelred and 
Edmund' and a later entry adds that Mr. Vertue says that there was one of Alfred. 

1 SCBI Hibcrno-Norsc, pp. 47-54. W. Oliver’s lelter is culled. 

2 NC 1958, pp. 77-9 from which the informaiion 2 Surtees Soc., Ixxx(1885), p. 194. 
cited in this context from the minute book and from 
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Oliver’s letter refers to there being ‘between twenty and thirty coins, of Athelstan, 
Edmund, and Edred’. 

Metcalf reviews the whole of the evidence and concludes that in all probability there 
were twenty to thirty coins of Athelstan, Edmund, and Eadred, and perhaps one of 
Alfred and that the date of the deposit must have been after 946. He then adds a note 
that there was in the Grantley collection a small group of four coins of Eadwig that 
Lord Grantley had bought in Bath and which were said to have come from an old hoard 
in the locality. ‘It is possible’, Metcalf says, ‘that they were from the Bath hoard and, if 
so, its date of deposit must be advanced another nine years, to after a.d. 955.’ We shall 
argue later that there is every likelihood that this last parcel is in fact from the Kintbury 
hoard. 

That Metcalf’s first surmise was very close to the mark can now be shown as a result 
of the discovery of a contemporary manuscript list of the coins among Banks papers 
that are preserved at the Royal Mint. We are very much indebted to Mr. G. P. Dyer of 
the Royal Mint for bringing these papers to our notice and to the Deputy Master for 
giving permission for the material they contain to be used for the purpose of this paper. 

The list is in the hand of the Revd. George North (1710-72), a well-known numismatist 
and the very person who, in January 1756, addressed the Society of Antiquaries on the 
subject of the Bath hoard. It is headed: 

‘An Account of the Saxon Coins found at Bath in the foundations of the Priory 
(space) in the possession of Mr Wood Architect & transmitted to me by James Mundy 
Esq r for my inspection’. 

‘Mr Wood Architect’ would be John Wood the younger. To his father, also John 
and known as ‘Wood of Bath’, may be given the primary credit for the laying out of 
Georgian Bath with its terraces, crescents, circus, and squares. He died in 1754 and 
his son, who lived until 1782, was associated with many of his father’s works, brought 
some to completion after his death, and continued the development of the city, includ- 
ing building the famous Royal Crescent in 1 767-9. 1 

There then follows a list of the coins with full readings of both legends but for the 
most part without specific indication of the type. These can, however, be adduced 
with fair confidence. The listing is by reigns, but within the reigns in a seemingly 
haphazard order. At the end of the document, which is on two large sheets of paper, 
there is reference to two coins that must be irregular pieces. 

The contents of the hoard may be summarized as follows: 


Athelstan BMC i (two-line type) 

2 


BMC v (circumscription/cross) 

1 3 

Edmund 

BMC i (two-line) 

“ 20 

Eadred 

BMC i (two-line) 

17 

Blundered 

2 



42 


The coins, with the transcriptions that appear in the manuscript, may be described 
as follow's: 


1 DNB. 
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Athelstan 
BMC i (two line) 

1 . EBELSTAN.REX ALHSTAN.M 

We previously knew of this variety only from the specimen in the Dublin (1883) 
hoard (BMA 505). 

2. EBELSTAN.REX [VGEN.MON.N 

Against this North has written ‘forsan Norwich’. The type is not given, but it seems 
likely to be two-line. The G in the manuscript has a hook at the top making it nearly 
like a P with a foot. The same form is found in the transcription of the second G in the 
moneyer's name Ingelgar on no. 17 thus confirming that this was the letter intended. 
The Bath coin may be SCBI Copenhagen 710. The Norwich attribution must of course 
be ignored. 

BMC v (circumscription/cross) 

3. EBELSTAN REX.TO BRIT. RENALD.M _ O.EFORPtC. 

This is an example of a plentiful issue but, if the omission of the G in the moneyer’s 
name is correct, the reading does not appear to be recorded. 

Edmund 

All appear to be of BMC i (two-line type) and, except for nos. 7 and 17, read on.the 
obverse eadmund rex. Except where indicated they are likely to have had a trefoil of 
pellets at the top and bottom of the reverse. 

4. AELFRIC MON 

Examples by this moneyer are in the British Museum ( BMC 11, from the Rome hoard, 
1846); Forum hoard, 292; American Numismatic Society, reading elfric. None of 
these can be the Bath coin. 

5. aebered mo 

Our only records of this moneyer are a coin in the Brumell sale (1850) lot 44, which 
had a rosette at top and bottom of the reverse, which may be the same as SCBI Copen- 
hagen 721 which, in turn, may be the Bath coin. 

6. BALDRIC MO. 

A moneyer not hitherto recorded on the two-line type in this reign, but known for the 
‘helmet’ type ( BMC vii). 

7. ^j'y r p° (Baldwin Mo). On the obverse ‘the letters reversed’. 

A number of coins by this moneyer are known, but none corresponds with this 
description. 

8. baldPjne mo. 

Nothing recorded corresponds exactly with this. 
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9. BERNS1GE MO. 

This could be BMC 28 cx Tyssen ex Hodsoll (1794). 

10. BIORNEARD M 

A number of coins by this moneyer are known, but the only one reading biorn- 
of which we previously had a record was from the Forum hoard (no. 306). 

11. bivrene io. 

We arc unable to identify this moneyer’s name or to record a comparable coin. 

12. BVRNRIC. MO 

This form of the name, which probably equals Burmvic (see next coin), is recorded in 
BMC in italics, but we have not traced the coin on which the BMC entry is based. 1 

13. bvrnFic mo 

Also in BMC in italics. A coin by this moneyer in the Murchison sale in 1866 (lot 
272) is recorded as having a cross and two annulets on the centre line of the reverse. 

14. EDELSIGE.MO. 

In BMC in italics. A specimen in the Blunt collection corresponds and has a cross at 
top and bottom of the reverse. 

15. gvndferd mo (the d and M ligulated). 

This could well be BMC 72 (in BM before 1838). 

16. HEREMOD.MO 

This could well be BMC 75 (in BM before 1838). 

17. eadmvni rex. ‘the d omitted’, ingelgar mo ‘The 4 first letters reversed’. 

The moneyer is well known, but we know of nothing corresponding to this descrip- 
tion. 

18. ME-DO MONK 

Presumably Maddomcn. We have records of four specimens, all with rosettes on the 
reverse, but none is likely to be the Bath coin. There is a coin of this moneyer, Carlyon- 
Britton 991 (ill.), W'hich may be from the same reverse die as, due perhaps to a fracture 
of the die, it could easily be read mone; it is not, however, the Bath coin because the L 
in the moncycr’s name is clear. 

19. ondres moneta. 

Moneyer in BMC in italics and with a query. A specimen, with rosettes on the reverse 
(probably the authority for the BMC entry), was in the Forum hoard, no. 356; another 
similar coin is in the Manx Museum. 

1 The references in italics in BMC may at times be manuscript material (Ruding, Annals of the Coinage, 
based on the Bath specimen. Grueber would no doubt 3rdedn., 1841, i. pp. 122 n. and 132 n.; also Nichols’s 
have taken names from Hawkins who in turn derived Literary Anecdotes, v, p. 454 n.). 
from Ruding; and Ruding had access to North's 



20. PICARD MO. 

The moneyer’ s name is known in this form from BMC 134 which is, however, from 
the Rome (1846) hoard. There is a drawing in the Murchison scrapbook in the Fitz- 
william Museum, Cambridge, which is interesting in having an annulet in the centre of 
the obverse in place of the usual cross. This coin was not, however, in Murchison’s 
sale in 1866. 

21. Pigeard.m 

A number of coins with the name in this form are recorded. 

22. fvlfric.mo 

A moneyer in BMC in italics, probably on the authority of Forum hoard no. 379. 

23. — RED.M“0 

There are eleven moneyers in this reign with names ending -red so no identification is 
possible. No doubt a fragment. 

Eadred 

All appear to be BMC i (two-line type), reading on the obverse eadred rex, and are 
likely to have trefoils of pellets at top and bottom of the reverse, except where otherwise 
noted. 

24. alsige.mo. 

Alsige is in BMC in italics. Ailfsige ( BMC 3 and 4) has rosettes top and bottom of the 
reverse and annulet, cross, annulet in the centre. 

25. adelmund m-o 

This corresponds with BMC 13 (ex Misc. sale 1842, lot 55). 

26. baldric.mon s in obv. field. 

This may be the coin illustrated BNJ xvii (1923-4), pi. i, 7 which in fact reads mo e, 
but not clearly. Rosettes on the rev. 

27. BESE.MONT 

This corresponds with SCBI Cambridge 589. 

28. ean.nmIo 

Possibly Manna, but not identifiable. 

29. ENG1LRED.MO 

BMC 38-9 are by this moneyer: another is in Leningrad. But none corresponds 
exactly. 

30. INGELGAR mo EADRED REX I 
Possibly BMC 58 (ex Shepherd 1847). 

31. NAMNA.MO 

Manna. Not unlike BMC 67 (ex Tyssen), but probably not the same coin. 
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32. OSEERB MO 

Possibly BNJ xxi (1931-3), p. 38, no. 6. 

33. osferd (the mo is omitted in the manuscript, but this may be without significance: 
unlike the other coins listed, it is placed on the same line as the preceding one and putting 
no more than the name may be just to call attention to the different spelling). Cited in 
this form BNJ xxi (1931-3), p. 38, no. 5. This, unlike the reference for the preceding 
coin, has rosettes. BMC 69 has the more normal trefoil of pellets, but has an s in the 
field, so should not be the Bath coin, 

34. osr afd mo ‘the L reversed’, s in observe field. 

Corresponds to BMC 71 (bt. Cureton, 1845) which has four pellets top and bottom 
of the reverse. 

35. SIEFERED 10. 

Corresponds to BMC 11 (in BM before 1838). 

36. beodmaer M. Obv. legend ends with what looks like ln in monogram. 

37. deodmaer m. Obv. legend ends with what looks like av in monogram. 

38. deodmaer m. Obv. legend ends with r. 

39. deodmaer m. Obv. legend ends with rex. l in obv. field. 

Theodmasr was one of Eadred’s more prolific moneyers and it is not possible to 
identify these particular specimens. No. 39, however, with l in the obverse field has 
not been noted elsewhere. 

40. prin.monS 

Prin is in BMC in italics, but is this not more likely to be Wterin? Not traced. 
blundered coins 

41-2. Here there is some uncertainty. The entry in North’s list reads : 

‘With two others the Letters on w ch , expressing no King’s name, are inexplicable’. 
Below this, on the left side, which normally gives the obverse legend, is a two-line 
inscription: ia w a 

03H3V 

and on the right (in one line) +iyelfnieyio 

Below this ‘Upon one of the Saxon Coins found at Bath. 1755’. 

The left-hand entry can only be the reverse of a two-line type, and the implication 
is that the other legend is the obverse of the same coin; in which case there is no descrip- 
tion of the remaining coin. We have traced nothing comparable. 

The absence of any coins of Eadwig in the Bath hoard points to a deposit — one will 
not say loss because it is clearly a deliberate grave burial — not later than the first year 
or so of his reign which began in November 955. Eadred's own reign lasted nine and a 
half years, from 946, and in view of the relatively substantial and varied number of 
coins in his name a deposit date of 950-5 would seem reasonable. 



KINTBURY, BERKS., 1761 (Dolley no. 90) 

Kintbury is the name of a hundred and a village in Berkshire, the latter lying not far 
from the Wiltshire border beside the rivet Kennct from which the name derives. That 
there was already a church there in Anglo-Saxon times is suggested by a bequest in 
the will of a local magnate, Wulfgar, to the holy foundation at Kintbury. This will, 
though not dated, is ascribed to the period 931-9. 1 

The hoard is an interesting one the exact extent of which remains uncertain. When Mr. 
James Petit Andrews 2 exhibited seven coins from it at a meeting of the Society of Anti- 
quaries on 15 March 1764, the minute book records that with them were found ‘about 
forty or fifty other Saxon coins, and among them some of Athelstan’. The date of the 
discovery is there given as July 1762. Mrs. Strudwick, however, has called attention to 
an entry in the Annual Register of 1761 which refers to there having ‘lately been dug up 
some hundreds of ancient silver pieces of coin’ and she notes that five from the hoard 
were in the William Powell sale of March 1762. 3 It may be accepted therefore that the 
date of discovery was 1761, 4 and the fact that the report in the Society’s minute book 
was written three years after the discovery may make the figure in the contemporary 
Annual Register report more acceptable. 

Both accounts state that the hoard was found under a skull in a churchyard. This of 
itself is of interest because it was in precisely such a position that the Bath hoard was 
found. 

Besides the seven coins exhibited by Andrews, of which fortunately the readings are 
recorded, one coin with the Kintbury provenance is in the British Museum, one in the 
Ashmolean Museum, and one in the cabinet originally started by Archbishop Sharp 
(ob. 1714). Of the five coins in the 1762 sale there are unfortunately no particulars 
beyond that they were of Edmund and Eadred. 

The following is a list of the few identifiable coins from the hoard. The seven for 
which no other reference is given arc those exhibited by Andrews. 

eadmund. BMC i (two-line) 

1. 4 hadmvnd rex diame/-)- 4-4-/ the missing letters are put in in dots as 

possibly immo . 6 

EADRED 

BMC i (two-line with three pellets at top and bottom of reverse) 

2. -Eea.dred rex i .•./deodm.'+ — -H/aerm/? 

3. 4-eadred rex i’ .'./deodm/4-4— E/aerm/'.' (BMC 92) 

4. 4- EADRED RE -r /./LANO/4* +4 -/eBeTO/V 

1 A. J. Robertson, Anglo-Saxon Charters, Cam- * Further confirmation is on the label of the coin in 

bridge, 1956, pp. 52-3, where the full text is given; see the Sharp cabinet, referred to below, which reads, in 
also P. H. Sawyer, Anglo-Saxon Charters, London, an cightcenth-ccntury hand, ‘Found in a Grave under 
1968, p. 429, no. 1533. a Scull at Kintbury Churchyard Berkshire Jun (Jan?) 

2 Andrews was a local antiquary. His father lived 1761’. 

at Shaw House, near Newbury, and he himself built 1 The account printed in Arehaeologia viii (1787) 
a large house called Donnington Grove near his Appendix pp. 430-1 makes it doubtful whether the 
father’s seat (DNB). coin of Edmund was from the find. The manuscript 

2 JBNJ xxviii (1955-7), p. 181 n. minute book, however, makes itclear that it was. 
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BMC i (two-line with rosettes top and bottom on rev.) 

5. eadred rex Rosettc/EDEL/T + -f-/NAD,/rosette (Sharp collection) 

HAD WICi 

BMC i (two-line with rosettes top and bottom on rev.) 

6. -tEadFigrexi Rosctte/iNGVc/ |- + +/nsMor/rosette 

‘it in field below t of Edvvig’ 

BMC ii (three-line type) 

Mint of Bedford 

7. HAD WIG RE— ?/BALD/BDA/'FtHE/Y 

8. Obv. reading not given .‘./here/bE-t- da/Piem/y 

Mint of Newark.? 

9. Obv. reading not given '.'/eefre/-!- itr-f-Dt-f/DMOit/ .' 

BMC iv (ornamental type) 

10. eadFig rex osF/ald (Ashmolean Museum) 

It is likely that there were also one or more coins of Athelstan of which no particulars 
are available. 

Nos. 2 and 3 may be the same coin, but the obverse legend of no. 2 as recorded in the 
minute book specifically shows a pellet after ea , which is not found on BMC 92. 

Reference has been made under the Bath hoard to the four coins of Eadwig in Lord 
Grantlcy's collection which he bought in Bath and which were said to have come from 
an old hoard in the locality. There were nine coins of this king in his sale and four of 
these correspond exactly to descriptions of those exhibited by Andrews. 1 Of nos. 6 
and 9 we know indeed of no other specimens. Also in Lord Granlley’s sale was a coin 
of Eadred that corresponds with no. 4 above. 2 

It is hard to resist the conclusion that these five coins of Lord Grantley’s were those 
exhibited by Andrews and that they came from the Kinlbury hoard. No coin compar- 
able to Andrews's Edmund was in the Grantley sale. 

Coin no. 1 is likely to be of Diarelm, a known Eadmund moneyer. The presence of 
one (possibly two) coins of Theodmter (nos. 2 and 3) is to be compared with the four 
by this moneyer in the Bath hoard. 

No. 4 has a puzzling reverse reading. A similar coin is illustrated in Fountaine’s 
Numismata Anglo-Saxonica (1705, pi. vi, 1 2) which may be the one now in the Liverpool 
Museum (ex Nelson ex Carlyon-Britton 998) and there is another at Birmingham 
(SC'BI 152). A moneyer signing Landferth struck the same type in this reign ( BMC 
63) and it is possible that this is the name intended, but the possibility must be a fairly 
slight one. 

Ethelnath, the moneyer of no. 5, though formally unpublished, is known to us from 
two other specimens, one of which has the m in the obverse field. 3 This and the rosettes 
point to a north-midlands origin. 

No. 6, the Eadwig coin by a moneyer signing Inguc(es) followed by mot is known to 
us from no other specimen. We do not know the present whereabouts of Lord Grantley’s 

1 No. 6, lot 1083b; no. 7, lot 1080; no. 8, lot 1081b; W. H. Bennett sale, Glendinings 4.x. 1972 (not illus- 

no. 9, lot 1082a. trated). 

2 Lot 1077a. This was later part of lot 620 in the 3 Both Blunt. 
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coin but fortunately have a rubbing of it made in 1953 when it was in the hands of 
Messrs. A. H. Baldwin and Sons. This confirms the minute book’s reading and shows 
the letter in the field (an m of course and not an h) to be just where the minute book 
places it. The moneyer’s name in the same form is found on a coin of Eadred ( BMC 
62). The style indicates a north-midlands origin. 

Nos. 7 and 8, though both rare, are recorded from several specimens. The Grantley 
sale catalogue describes lot 1080 (which is no. 7 here) as found in Bath. There are 
several instances in this catalogue where coins are stated to have been found in a certain 
locality and where, as here, it is more likely that they were acquired there — perhaps with 
the tradition of a local find attached. 

In this case the original label in Lord Grantley's hand for lot 1080 confirms that it 
was a local purchase. The label reads ‘Mallelt of Bath' (the vendors) and ‘found at 
Bath’. Malletts were, of course, the well-known Bath furniture dealers who have now 
moved to London. 



Fig. 1 (enlarged) 


No. 9. The Grantley coin is now in the Blunt collection and is illustrated here (Fig. 1). 
It presents problems, both as to mint and moneyer. The Grantley catalogue compares 
the moneyer's name with the Efrard of BMC 23 but to us a more likely interpretation is 
Elfred which needs only assuming an L for the second letter in place of E. A moneyer 
of this name (reading, however. 2ELF-) issued coins of the style of nos. 5 and 6 above 
with m in the obverse field (BMC 15). The mint-name, in the middle line, is to be com- 
pared with the reading on a coin in the Chester hoard by the moneyer Cilm (no. 279). 
There the reading is -HhH-Fe-|- and, on the analogy of a coin in the Grosvenor Museum, 
Chester, by the same moneyer on which the mint reading is +NI-ITE+, the mint is 
identified as Newark. We would suggest that the Kintbury coin is also from this mint. 

No. 10 is, of course, a well-known rarity. Only four other specimens of the type are 
recorded of which two 1 are from the same dies as the Kintbury coin. The remaining two 
are by different moneyers — vElfsige 2 and Oswine. 3 The copy of Ruding’s Annuls in the 
Society’s library with notes by Taylor Combe confirms the Kintbury provenance and 


1 BMC 36 and Chester (1950) hoard 367. 


5 SCB! Midlands 158. 


3 SCB! Glasgow 674. 


adds ‘It originally belonged to the Revd Mr Fowle Clergyman of that place’. Oswald 
struck a similar type for Edgar of which two specimens survive. 1 

The absence of the generally more plentiful coins of Edgar points to a deposit for the 
Kintbury hoard not later than the very first years of his reign and, since Eadwig's reign 
was a short one, from 955 to 959, the bracket for the deposit can probably be narrowed 
to 957-60. 


LONDON, THREADNEEDLE STREET, before 1924 (Dolley no. 83) 

Five coins and two smaller fragments (all or part only of a hoard?). Two of Athelstan; 
three of Edmund. This little parcel has not been published in detail and we take the 
opportunity, through the courtesy of the Director of the London Museum where the 
coins are, to record it here: 

1. Athelstan. BMC i (two-line). Moneyer Alfred. Southern style (Blunt 9). 2 

2. Athelstan. BMC v/i (circumscription cross/two-line). Moneycr Cenberht (Blunt 454, ill.). Irregular. 

3. Edmund. BMC i (two-line). Moneyer Bachager. NE. style (cf. BMC 21). 

4. Edmund. BMC i. Moneyer Diarelm. Southern style (cf. BMC 42). A coin of his was in the Kintbury 
hoard. 

5. Edmund. BMC i. Moneyer Domences (fragment). NE. style (cf. BMC 41). 

The identification of the two smaller fragments is uncertain. 

The deposit date of c. 945 suggested by Dolley seems acceptable. 

HONEDON, SUFFOLK, 1687 (Dolley no. 85) 

This East Anglian find is said to have consisted of between 200 and 300 coins, found in a 
grave near a skull. 3 Of these twenty-four are recorded in detail and may be summarized 
as follows: 4 

Athelstan, 4. All of two-line type and of north-eastern style. 

Edmund, 14. Most are identifiable from the descriptions as being of two-line type 
and of north-eastern style; there is one of bust type which is likely to be East Anglian; 
and one of York. 

Eadred, 6. All but one are of bust type and are likely to be from the eastern part of 
the country. The sixth is of two-line type; the moneyer is Siefereth whose location is 
uncertain; a coin of his was in the Bath hoard (no. 35). 

In the Honedon find, deposited c. 953, we get what was probably a typical cross- 
section of the currency circulating in the eastern part of the country in the 950s. The 
Oxford hoard can regrettably tell us nothing and the Threadneedle Street find is not 
very helpful. 

That makes the Bath and Kintbury hoards as now reconstructed of considerable 
interest. In the former only one coin bears a mint-signature, but a number of others 
can be associated with areas or mints with fair confidence. The mint-signed coin is of 

1 BM, ill. Brooke, pi. xv, 13; Carlyon-Britton 463. 4 We have added lo Ihe twenty-one listed by Mrs. 

3 The references arc to ‘The Coinage of Athelstan’ Strudwick in the last quoted reference three listed by 
by C. E. Blunt, BNJ xlii, 1974. Dr. Metcalf (JVC 1957, pp. 194-5). 

3 BNJ xxviii (1955-7), pp. 180-2. 
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Athelstan struck at York (no. 3). Of the other two coins of this king that by Alhstan 
(no. 1) is, from the style of the other recorded specimen, to be associated with a southern 
mint; no. 2, by an uncertain moneyer, seems likely to be from the north-eastern mid- 
lands. 

Of the coins of Edmund, those by /Ethered (no. 5), Maeldomen (no. 18), and Ondres 
(no. 19) may, from the use of rosettes, be ascribed to Mercia, probably to the north- 
western part, as may possibly nos. 12-13 by Byrnwig if the record of the central line 
of the reverse in the Murchison catalogue is correct. Mafidomen was actually a Chester 
moneyer of Athelstan. The two coins by Ingelgar (no. 17 of Edmund, no. 30 of Eadred) 
and those of Theodmter (nos. 36-9) may be attributed to the York mint. 

Among the other coins of Edmund those of /Elfric and Ethelsige (nos. 4 and 14) 
are probably of Canterbury since moneyers of these names struck there for Athelstan, 
and, on the same grounds, the coin of Biorneard (no. 10) is likely to be of London. Of 
Eadred, the coin of Athelmund (no. 25) may well be of Oxford or Wallingford on the 
same grounds. 

The hoard contains an interesting little group that appears to come from the midlands, 
primarily from Northampton. Oswald (no. 34 of Eadred) is a moneyer there in Edgar’s 
circumscription/cross type; 1 Baldric (no. 6 of Edmund and no. 26 of Eadred) in Ead wig’s 
reign; and Prin (no. 40 of Eadred) also, if he is to be equated with Wrerin of Eadwig’s 
Hampton coins. Wells moreover identifies Osferth (nos. 32-3) as a Northampton 
moneyer. 2 His arguments for this are not entirely convincing, but Osferth is likely at 
any rate to have been a moneyer somewhere in that part of the country. 

It will be remembered that, in Athelstan's reign, the use of a rosette of pellets in the 
centre of the field on one or both sides became a distinguishing mark of the coins of 
Mercia, primarily in the north-west but extending down to Stafford and probably 
Warwick. In Edmund’s reign the circumscription/rosette type virtually ceased; although 
the British Museum Catalogue treats it as a definitive type ( BMC iv) we know of only 
two specimens, BMC 1, the coin there illustrated, and Forum hoard 398. Both these 
are stylistically irregular. Where the rosette now begins to appear is at the top and bottom 
of the two-line reverse and this primarily on coins by moneyers who, where identifiable 
under Athelstan, had struck at Mercian mints. A few struck both trefoil and rosette 
coins. A significant instance is Derby where coins of Sigar and Sigwold, who under 
Athelstan and Anlaf had eschewed the rosette, appear under Edmund with a rosette 
at top and bottom of the reverse ( BMC 128 and BMA 543). 

With the reign of Eadred a further change in the pattern is to be noted. The use of 
rosettes becomes more widespread and there is a noticeable increase in the number of 
moneyers who strike with both trefoils and rosettes. 

We have noted this feature on coins of the following moneyers of Edmund: 


Adfwald 
Domencfes) mo 
Dcmenec mot 
Eroth/Erod 
Geundfeth 


Three pellets 

BMC 8 -10 
BMC 41 

Blunt 
BMC 71 


Rosettes 

SCB1 Oxford 353 
BMC 39-40 

Christies 1 5.iv. 1 970, 112 fill.) 
SCBI Edinburgh 214? 


Mints Dies amt Currency, pp. 98-9. 


2 BNJ xix (1927-8), pp. 90 I. 
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One other moncyer of Edmund, Hunlaf, issued coins with all crosses on the reverse 
{BMC 77) and there was one by him in the Oman sale at Christies (31.x. 1972, 33 ill.) 
which had rosettes. He was a Hereford moncyer for Athelstan. 

The coins of jEIfwald with trefoils look southern in style and spell the moneyer’s 
name with a wen. Those with rosettes are of West Mercian style and use a v instead of 
wen. The name is a common one and it would be unwise to assume that both sets of 
coins were necessarily struck by one man. 

Dominic/Domenc(es) was a moneyer in the NE I style for Athelstan and this style 
is found on the coins in the latter form that he made for Edmund. The Demenec of 
Edmund who produced the rosette coins uses the form mot and this, with the rosettes, 
associates him with Derby. It is possible that Dominic/Domenc(es) and Demenec are 
two separate individuals. 

The rosette coin that Geundfeth may have struck for Edmund is problematical. It 
is no more than a fragment on which only the first line of the reverse legend — gevn — 
remains. 

Eoroth is an unusual name— in fact Searle only cites it from tenth-century coins. 
On the three of Edmund that we have seen the name reads erod on the trefoil coin and 
erod or eroD on the rosette coins. This must surely be the same man. 

With Eadred the list is longer and the identity of the moneyers more convincing. 
With the four moneyers found in the hoards reviewed in this paper the position is as 
follows : 

Three pellets Rosettes 

Baldric BMC 14. No s in obv. field (a) Carlyon-Britton 1002 (ill.), s in obv. 

field 

( b) BNJ xxi (1931-3), p. 37, 1. No s in 
field 

Osferth (o) BMC 69. s in field, (b) SCBI Edinburgh SCBI Edinburgh 279. No s in field 

253/4. No S in field 

Oswald (a) BMC 71. s in field, (b) BMC 70. No s in BNJ xvii (1923-4), pi. i, 10. No s in field 

field 

Warin (a) BNJ xxi (1931-3), p. 39, 14. s in field. SCBI Oxford 375. No s in field, (parn) 

(parin) 

(b) BMC 81-2 and SCBI Oxford 364. No s 
in field, (warin and parin) 

This little group is clearly linked, especially by the spasmodic appearance of the s 
in the obverse field. This feature is found on few other coins in this reign. We have 
noticed it on only one other of the trefoil type, by the moneyer Osgod ( SCBI SW 422). 
This is the only occurrence of the name on coins at this time, something that always 
invites critical inspection, but the reading appears to be clear. In the rosette type the 
s is found in the field on one coin of TEthered (Carlyon-Britton 417, ill.) but, in place of 
it, there is an m on another coin of his ( SCBI Edinburgh 269). This last is a peculiar coin 
in having a beaded inner circle, a rare feature in Eadred’s coinage. There is an s on a 
coin of Gislemer {SCBI Glasgow 652), but on others (e.g. BMC 47) it is absent. It is 
possible (though not quite certain) that there is an s in the obverse field of a coin by 
Sunu {SCBI Copenhagen 755) of the type equivalent to Edgar BMC id but on another 
specimen, at Glasgow {SCBI 657), there clearly is not. 
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The isolated coin of Osgod could well be the work of another midlands moneyer. 
The Gislemer coin with s, though superficially a good full piece (though in three frag- 
ments) weighs today no more than 1 4-2 gr. compared with 20-8 to 23 6 for the three 
without s. The Sunu coin is doubtful. Clearly the most interesting pair are the coins of 
yEthered, one with s, the other with m in the obverse field. The M is a feature associated 
with Derby, the centre which produced the dies for a large proportion of Eadred’s 
coins of the rosette type, and the presence of both s and M on coins by the same moneyer 
points to Derby having been at one point the centre to which midland moneyers turned 
for their dies. Another instance of the importance of Derby is discussed below in 
connection with Hunred. 

In addition to the midlands group cited above we have noted the following further 
moneyers of Eadred who struck coins with both trefoils and rosettes: 


(Burnard 

(Bernard 

Grim 

Hunred 

Ingelgar 

Oswine 


Three pellets 
BMC 18 

Carlyon-Brition 412 (ill.) (coarse work) 
BMC 50-5 (55 reads mot) 

BMC 58-61 

BM cx Chester (1950) 209, ill. mot 


Rosettes 

(a) SCBl Edinburgh 271. m in obv. field 

( b ) BMC 17. No m 

SCSI Glasgow 653 mot 
SCBI Edinburgh 277. m in obv. field 
Blunt ex Glcndining 21. ii. 1957, 104 
SCBI Yorks. 1008. mont 


Two coins of Theodmter, from the same dies, are known with rosettes but their authen- 
ticity is in doubt and we do not consider that any arguments can be based on them. 

Of these moneyers, Hunred, Ingelgar, and Theodmter are among the most prolific 
moneyers of Eadred and all belong to a group that may be associated with York. 
Ingelgar had struck for the Vikings who were finally driven out of Northumbria in 954; 
the other two first appear under Eadred and it is likely that they replaced Ingelgar. A die- 
link between Ingelgar and Hunred has been noted ( SCBI Edinburgh 249 and 238). The 
volume and complexity of the coinage in Eadred’s name by Hunred and Theodnuer 
make it unlikely that it can all have been issued at York after Eadred’s recovery of 
Northumbria: this took place some time in 954 and he died in November of the following 
year. It seems more probable that both had previously worked at Derby or Nottingham 
and moved to York in 954 (perhaps bringing with them the rosette die for Ingelgar?). 
The fact that a coin exists with Hunred’s rosette die and the Derby M in the obverse field 
suggests this even more strongly than does the use of rosettes in itself and it is strange 
that there should be known (apparently) no more than a single rosette coin of Hunred. 

There are three other moneyers in the above list : Burnard /Bernard, Grim, and Oswine. 
The fact that some of Bernard’s rosette coins have the M associates them with Derby 
where a moneyer of this name produced mint-signed coins for Athelstan, coins with m 
in the field for Eadwig, and mint-signed coins for Edgar. Grim first appears in Eadred’s 
reign, but he is a moneyer at Bedford for Eadwig and at Bedford and Derby for Edgar. 
Oswine is an interesting moneyer. He first appeared under Edmund for whom he pro- 
duced rosette coins. We have seen w'hal he did for Eadred. For Eadwig his only product 
was the unique ‘ornamental’ type coin, BMC iv (SCBI Glasgow' 674). For Edgar 
he produced the unique ‘floral’ type halfpenny found in the Chester (1950) hoard, no. 
514, and an equally unique circumscription cross type (BMC iii), unfortunately a 
fragment from which the w'hole of any mint name is missing. 
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Now what is the interpretation of all this evidence? Clearly Derby emerges as a major 
centre for dies for the midlands and it would seem that its sphere of influence extended 
down to Northampton and possibly Bedford. It looks as if, while Northumbria was in 
Viking hands, Derby, with probably Lincoln and possibly Nottingham, took the place of 
York as the main monetary centres for the north-east and that, when Northumbria came 
again under English rule, Hunred and Theodnuer moved to York. Both, after being most 
active moneyers for Eadred, hardly figure thereafter. We have a record of no more than 
a single coin of Hunred’s for Eadwig 1 and equally a single, rather curious, coin of 
Edgar. 2 Of Theodnuer we have nothing. 

Turning back to the composition of the Bath and Kintbury hoards, it will be noticed 
that, in the latter, of the four coins of Eadwig of which particulars are available, three 
are mint-signed coins of BMC type ii, a variety primarily associated with towns in the 
southern Danelaw, an area in which mint-names were for the most part not employed 
on the only previous occasion, under Athelstan, when they are found in any quantity 
on the coins. It has been clear since the discovery of the Chester (1950) hoard that these 
mints played a large part in Eadwig’s coinage and it is welcome to have confirmatory 
evidence from a southern hoard which was actually deposited during Eadwig’s reign. 

The composition of the two hoards has several features in common. The moneyer 
Baldwin is found in both — two specimens from Bath and one from Kintbury, the latter 
with the mint-signature of Bedford. Of Theodmter there were four specimens from Bath 
and one (possibly two) from Kintbury. Oswald is found in both hoards: a single speci- 
men of Eadred from Bath and of the rare ornamental type of Eadwig from Kintbury. 
This parallelism is the more marked when it is remembered that we have only ten 
identifiable coins from Kintbury. 

There seems every reason to believe that these three major hoards, deposited in the 
south of England and East Anglia, do now provide us with a reasonable cross-section 
of the currency circulating respectively on the southern borders of Mercia and in East 
Anglia around the middle of the tenth century. We still lack hoards from the heart of 
Wessex and from south-eastern England, where the composition might prove to be 
substantially different. 

That we have so little hoard evidence of this period in the south is, of course, a reflec- 
tion of the fact that this was a time when England south of the Humber enjoyed unusual 
internal tranquillity, and the association of all three finds with graves shows that the 
depositors lived at a time when there could be reasonable confidence that the sanctity 
of consecrated ground would be respected. 

It is a curious coincidence, but no more than a coincidence, that the only two hoards 
of any size of this period known to have been found in southern England should have 
been discovered over 200 years ago within six years of one another, and should have been 
deposited within much the same short interval. 

1 Shand sale, Glendinings 9.iii.l949, lot 332 (where it is described as of Edgar). 

! Smarmore hoard, BNJ xxvii (1952-4), pi. vi, 52. 



THE ABERDEEN UPPERKIRKGATE HOARD 

OF 1 886 1 

N. J. MAYHEW 

On 31 May 1886, while workmen were engaged in extending the premises of Arthur 
King and Company (soon to become Aberdeen University Press) in Ross’s Court, 
Upperkirkgate, they came upon a bronze pot which was found to contain over 12,000 
late thirteenth- and early fourteenth-century pence. The find was fisted by George Sim, 2 
and this fist formed the basis of a short note by Dr. Alex Walker in Scottish Notes and 
Queries, June 1888. Dr. Walker also wrote an imaginative pamphlet entitled ‘An 
Aberdeen Relic of the War of Independence 1296-1364’, on the subject of the Upper- 
kirkgate find. Some twenty years later G. M. Fraser 3 collected together information on 
a number of hoards from the Aberdeen area, including of course the Bronze Pot hoard. 
The particulars of Sim’s original fist were reproduced, but Fraser also gives valuable 
information on the history of the hoard after it had been recorded by Sim. 

A number of the coins, 62 in all, were purchased by Her late Majesty, Queen Victoria, viz: 10 of 
Berwick, 12 of Bristol, 4 of Chester, 12 of Durham, 3 of Exeter, 4 of Waterford, 1 of Aquitaine, 12 of 
Alexander 111, 2 of Robert Bruce, and 2 of John Baliol. 405 of the coins, including specimens of all the 
mints, were handed over to the National Collection of Antiquities, Edinburgh, leaving 11,800 coins 
for further disposal, as also the bronze pot . . . 


Unfortunately, neither the coins purchased by Queen Victoria, nor those acquired by 
the National Museum of Antiquities, can now be traced. On 7 January 1888, 129 
selected coins and the pot were returned to Aberdeen, but on 20 May 1891, after local 
collections throughout the country had been supplied, the remainder of the hoard, 
10,742 coins and fragments of about twenty more were returned to Aberdeen ‘for pre- 
servation and distribution’. These 10,000 coins were subsequently divided between the 
city and the University of Aberdeen. Moreover, since the total number of coins from 
the hoard now in the possession of the city and University is 9,698 it is clear that a 
number of coins were further distributed after the bulk of the hoard was returned to 
Aberdeen. This is confirmed by a note on some of the labels attached to the bags in 
which the coins were kept which refers to a number of coins being taken out ‘for sets’. 


1 1 would like to express my gratitude to the City 
and University of Aberdeen for their great generosity 
in allowing me to keep the hoard at the Ashmoiean 

Museum for the period of its study. 1 am also in- 
debted to Peter Woodhead and Ian Stewart who 
began to study the city's share of the hoard at the 
British Museum, and very kindly stood down when 
I expressed an interest. I am grateful in particular to 
Mr. J. F. Watt, the Town Clerk/Chief Executive of 
Aberdeen for help with the administrative aspects of 
the study-loan of the city’s coins. I also have to thank 

Miss Deborah Rolland and all of the city's museum 


staff. Concerning the university's share of the hoard, 
1 have benefited from the assistance of Mr. E. J. P. 
Raven at every stage. He packed the coins and sent 
them south, supplied me with detailed observations 
on the findspot, and greatly smoothed my path on my 
visits to Aberdeen. It is no exaggeration to say that 
without his help my study of the hoard would not 
have been possible. 

2 G. Sim, ,YC 1886. pp. 147-8 and PSAS 1886-7, 
233-5. 

3 G. M. Fraser, ‘Treasure Trove in the North of 
Scotland - , BNJ iii (1906). pp. 329-36. 
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So far, it has been my good fortune to examine one of these sets and its contents are 
recorded in the catalogue. Now in the possession of Mr. G. E. Collie, who very kindly 
showed them to me, this set of coins formerly belonged to Mr. John Burns of the 
Aberdeen University Press. The contents of this group arc extremely interesting. The 
coins were obviously picked out with a view to illustrating the major varieties. One coin 
of Alexander III is present, as is one of Gaucher de Chatillon. The mints of London, 
Canterbury, Bristol, Bury, Durham, Newcastle, and York are present. Most importantly, 
one of the York coins is a Fox Class XVd with a rounded ‘N’ and a quatrefoil on the 
reverse (PI. II, 27, 28) and thus the most recent coin in the hoard. The rest of the hoard 
contained a complete range of XVa-c coins so the presence of a XVd coin as part of the 
original deposit is perfectly feasible. The oral tradition, confirmed by the link through 
the A.U.P., connects this parcel to the Upperkirkgate hoard unequivocally. 

The dating of XVd pence from the archbishop’s mint at York is discussed by Wood- 
head, Stewart, and Tatler in their report on the Loch Doon hoard. 1 The archiepiscopal 
mint at York opened in July 1331, and is unlikely to have struck pence at the old 
standard after July 1335. The Aberdeen coin, like that found at Loch Doon, has the 
initial cross attributed to Richard de Snoweshulle, warden of the York mint from 
8 August 1331. However, the Aberdeen XVd is double, and possibly weakly, struck, 
so it is not possible to say what amount of wear it may have received. Like the Loch 
Doon coin, it can be assigned to the period 1331-5. This coin establishes a terminus post 
quern for the hoard which is considerably later than the usual date for the concealment 
of this hoard adopted by numismatists on the basis of the earlier hoard reports. 

This leads one to wonder whether any other hoards, apparently ending in XVc and 
dated 1325-30, may not have been concealed later. The early years of Edward III were 
notable for the pitifully small quantities of pence produced, and during a period of low- 
output the terminus post quern is an imprecise guide to the date of concealment. Under 
these circumstances it may be that numismatists should also look beyond the content of 
a hoard when attempting to date its concealment. This is particularly true when a num- 
ber of hoards seem to have been concealed at approximately the same time in the same 
are a.Woodhead, Stewart, and Tatler have already observed that the Edward Baliol 
campaigns may have occasioned the concealment of the Loch Doon hoard. They also 
noticed the proximity of Carsphairn 2 where another Edwardian hoard was found. But 

1 P. Woodhcad, 1. Stewart, and G. Tatler, ‘The numbers from each mint, is extremely useful. How- 
Loch Doon Treasure Trove 1966’, BNJ xxxviii (J969), ever, Professor Dolley wrote at a time when no one 
pp. 31-49. could have known of the XVd in the Aberdeen hoard. 

8 Inventory 76. In the following discussion the Similarly, although he had a list of the Loch Doon 
hoard references are from two sources: (i) J. D. A. coins, the full publication of that hoard had not then 
Thompson, Inventory of British Coin Hoards A.D. 600- appeared, and the implications of the XVd penny as 
1500, 1956; (ii) R. H. M. Dolley, ‘The Irish Mints of regards the date of the hoard had not yet been made 
Edward I in the Light of the Coin Hoards from Ireland clear. The XVd coins in Lochmaben and Borscar seem 
and Great Britain’, Proceedings of the Royal Irish to have escaped his notice, as his interest in the Irish 
Academy, vol. 66, section C, no. 3, 1 968. Any study coins of this time caused him to concentrate on the 
of Edwardian hoards must begin with Michael beginning of this series rather than the end. Moreover, 

Dolley’s invaluable list contained in his essay: ‘The the numbers of Bristol, Bury, and Berwick coins in an 

Irish Mints of Edward I in the Light of the Coin undated Edwardian hoard will generally be most 
Hoards from Ireland and Great Britain’. The collec- significant in the case of hoards deposited before 
tion of material, and the refinement of an analysis c. 1320 and may fail to distinguish between hoards 

which Is capable of going some way towards dating deposited in the late 1320s and those concealed in the 

Edwardian hoards from those nineteenth-century lists 1330s. Obviously this method of analysis will be much 
which often provide no more information than the less telling at a lime when Bristol was closed, Berwick 
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there are a number of other hoards from this south-west region of Scotland which are 
generally dated to the 1320s, which may perhaps be pushed into the early 1330s. This 
region saw a good deal of activity in the Edward Baliol period, while the 1320s saw 
military manoeuvres mainly in the Lothians, Ireland, and Weardale, but not in the 
south-west area of Scotland. The hoards in question are Blackhills, Borscar, Dumfries 
(2 hoards), and Dornock as well as Carsphairn and Loch Doon. Tn addition the ill- 
recorded finds at Parton (three-quarters of a mile from Blackhills), Twynholen, Kier, 
and Penningham may fit into this picture. Where the hoards are better recorded it is 
worth rereading the reports looking for specific clues. Thus the Lochmaben hoard 
report 1 contains clear evidence of the presence of a Canterbury XVd, while the Borscar 
list 2 contains coins which are recognizable as XVd from the London, Canterbury, Bury, 
and York mints. If Borscar, Lochmaben, and Loch Doon can definitely be assigned to 
the 1330s, the case for redating the other hoards from this region is worth considering. 
It is interesting to note that the Carsphairn (Craigengillan) report 3 raises the possibility 
of this group of hoards belonging to the 1330s. The wars of 1322-3 are also mentioned 
as a possible background to this series of hoards, but we can surely discount them. The 
coins are later than 1323, and in any case the wars of 1322-3 did not involve troop 
manoeuvres in this area. The Scots invaded England twice, and Edward II marched into 
the Lothians, but failed to bring the Scots to battle. 

Apart from the south-western group of finds, hoards from north-eastern Scotland 
can also be more easily seen in the context of the historical events of the 1 330s than of 
the 1320s. Edward Baliol’s landings and manoeuvres before Dupplin Moor in 1333 
may well explain the group of hoards from Perthshire and the surrounding area. There 
was further military activity in this region in 1335 and 1336 when the English moved 
northwards after Halidon Hill to mop up Scottish resistance. The hoards run up the 
lowland fringe north of Perth towards Kincardineshire and Aberdeen, and it may be 
possible to see these hoards in the context of the Scottish victory at Culblean hill, and 
the campaigns in that area. The hoards which may be worth considering in this light 
are Aberdeen (3 or 4 hoards), Crathes, 4 Kinneff, Kinghornie, Garvock, Montrose, 5 
Brechin (2 hoards), Monifieth, Kinnell (2 hoards), Dunblane, Kinross, Redgorton, 
Kinclaven, Kirkmichael, Monlin, and Stanley. Unfortunately in the majority of these 
cases our knowledge is extremely scant. Apart from Aberdeen, only the Crathes, Dun- 
blane, and Montrose hoards are sufficiently recorded for us to be able to establish 
a terminus post quern in the 1320s. 

Obviously it is not possible to say categorically that any one of these uncertain hoards 
was deposited at a date well after the date of its most recent coin. Where there is a group 
of hoards, however, it is possible that most of them were hidden in response to the same 
set of events in the locality. Thus, in a period of minimal mint output it may be possible 
that a group of hoards with termini post quern in the 1 320s may not have been concealed 
till the 1330s, and that this is all the more likely if there are historical events in the 1330s 

was in Scottish hands, and all the regular mints, * Forthcoming publication of this small find of 
above all Bury, were producing negligible quantities 1863. 

of coin. 1 Coin Hoards , i (1975), p. 95. Mr. R. B. K. 

1 Macdonald, NC 1905, p. 77. Stevenson was impressed by the degree of wear which 

2 A. B. Richardson. PSAS xxxv (1901), p. 655, this hoard exhibited. Its terminus post quern is about 

coins numbered 164, 165, 166, 169. 1324. 

» G. Macdonald, PSAS xii (1914), pp. 398-402. 



which might explain the concealment of a number of hoards in an area which enjoyed 
comparative peace in the 1320s. To put this another way, it seems strange to argue that 
Scotland has a large number of hoards because of its wars, but then to date the majority 
of those hoards to a period of comparative peace. However, although consideration of 
the hoards as a group suggests a late date of deposit for them viewed generally, numis- 
matists should hesitate to date individual hoards to the 1330s if they do not contain XVd. 

Returning specifically to the Aberdeen hoard of 1886, some attention should be paid 
to the earlier finds from Aberdeen. Thompson lists five hoards from Aberdeen : Footdee 
(Inventory 3) and Bridge of Don (Inventory 5) are undoubtedly later, and unconnected 
with the Upperkirkgate find. The St. Nicholas Street 1807 (Inventory 1) and the Union 
Street 1810 (Inventory 2) hoards were evidently Edwardian hoards of a type very 
similar to that of 1886. The proximity of Union Street and St. Nicholas Street and the 
fact that both accounts 1 refer most unusually to a ‘wooden vessel’ suggest that these 
two hoards may in reality be a single find. However, Fraser’s account of hoards from 
Aberdeen also refers to the discovery of another smaller hoard of some 1,800 coins in 
an earthenware jar, on more or less the same spot about a week after the St. Nicholas 
Street find. Thus, apart from the Upperkirkgate hoards, we definitely have two other 
Edwardian finds and possibly three, all within a stone’s throw of one another. Of these 
finds, that of 1,800 coins seems to have been the smallest. Although there is no evidence 
to prove that all these hoards were concealed on the same occasion, it must be likely, 
and given the terminus post quern of 1331-5 for the Upperkirkgate find, the sacking of 
the town by Sir Thomas Roscelyn in 1336 must be a likely occasion for the concealment 
of that hoard. 2 

Sir Thomas Roscelyn had landed at Dunnottar, and marched north to Aberdeen. The 
citizens gave battle on the Green outside the town, but although Roscelyn himself was 
killed, the English were victorious. The English ‘not only put to the sword all the people 
that they could lay their hands on but they supplemented the massacre by setting the 
town alight. It burned for six days. It was regarded as the worst calamity the burgh had 
suffered.’ 3 Other authorities 4 attribute the sacking of the town to Edward III himself, 
but all sources agree about the seriousness of the damage. It was impossible to collect 
the Martinmas rents in 1336. 5 

While linking the hoard with the military events of the period there is no need to 
subscribe to the belief that these substantial sums of money were intended as payment 
for the troops. Twelve thousand coins make only £50, a reasonable sum compared with 
the quantities of cash known to be in Scotland at this time. Aberdeen paid £213. 6i. 8 cl. 
a year to the royal exchequer as the rent of the burgh, 6 and in 1327 the customs receipts 
from Aberdeen alone came to £349. lOs. 4 cl? Such sums as those found in Aberdeen are 
quite compatible with the fortunes of professional and business men in the town. It is 
easy to underestimate the wealth of the trade carried on in Aberdeen, and the prosperity 
of many of the Flemish families established there. 

1 G. M. Fraser, loc. cit.. pp. 330-1, and John 1972, p. 48. 

Lindsay, A View of the Coinage of Scotland, 1845, 4 J. Stuart and G. Burnett (eds.), The Exchequer 

p. 266. Rolls of Scotland, i, 1878, p. cxlvii. 

2 The exiguity of XVd is such that although there 6 Ibid., 472. 

is only one coin of 1331-5 in the hoard, that need not 6 Ibid., lxxxvii. 

imply a date of deposit early in the bracket 1331-5. 7 Ibid., c. 

3 Alexander Keith, A Thousand Years of Aberdeen, 
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As a sample of the currency in circulation in Scotland this hoard confirms the impres- 
sion gained from most other hoards 1 of the period; namely, that Scottish economic life 
was almost entirely dependent on the products of the English mints for its money 
supply. This has further implications for those who argue that from time to time the 
money supply in England was overstretched. Scotland, like most countries in Europe, 
was beginning to impose restrictions on the movement of coin out of the country. In 
1331 the Scots parliament imposed a tax of a shilling in the pound on exported money. 
In that year Aberdeen paid £10. 1 Is. 8 d. to the Exchequer, 2 but some of this money came 
from a tax of Ad. in the pound on imports from English ships. Comparison with the 
Dundee account for the same year indicates that about one-fifth of the sum might be 
from the Act. tax. On this basis something over £8 of the Aberdeen sum would have 
derived from the tax on exported money. This in turn implies that Aberdeen declared 
some £160 of cash sent abroad in 1331. Such is the nature of tax returns that this sum 
can be regarded as a minimum. Nevertheless, it is large enough to indicate that, though 
the fortune hidden and lost in Upperkirkgate was very large, no peculiar circumstances 
are required to explain the presence of £50 in the town. 

Because of the slightly unusual history of this hoard since its discovery, comparison 
with other hoards requires care. Obviously it is best to use the earlier Aberdeen hoard 
reports for the purpose of comparing the quantities of coin of different countries and of 
different mints. 3 This is because Scottish, Irish, and continental sterlings, together with 
coins from the smaller English mints, were particularly liable to be picked out in the 
last century. For the same reasons detailed comparison of the Scottish and Irish coins 4 
still in the hoard with similar coins in other hoards will not necessarily be reliable. 
However, it is possible to provide an analysis of the Fox groups in the Aberdeen hoard, 
for comparison with Table C in the Loch Doon report. 


Fox group 

Total 

la- Ic 

50 

Id-V 

1.908 

Vl-IXa 

247 

IXb 

830 

X 

4,248 

xt-xn 

1,103 

XIII-XIV 

546 

XVa-c 

449 

XVd 

1 

Uncertain 

63 


Per cent Loch Doon 
per cent 


0-53 

06 

20-20 

20-8 

2-62 

3-1 

8 79 

10-2 

44-98 

40-3 

11-68 

11-5 

5-78 

6-2 

4-75 

4-8 

0 01 

0-1 

0-67 

2-4 


This method of analysis is a particularly sensitive indicator of irregularity in a hoard, 
but the Aberdeen find seems to fit the established pattern well. The percentage of class X 
may seem a trifle high, but this may be explained by the abstraction of a disproportionate 
number of coins from provincial mints where class X does not predominate. Accordingly 
a comparison involving the London and Canterbury mints only brings the Aberdeen 
hoard even more closely into line. 

1 Woodhead, Stewart, and Taller, loc. cit.. Table A, A and B. 

p. 35. * C'f. W'oodhcad, Stewart and Taller, loc. cit., 

2 J. Stuart and G. Burnett, op. cit., pp. 350-1. Tables, D and F, where this has been done success- 

3 W'oodhcad, Stewart, and Taller, loc. cit., Tables fully. 
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London and 

No. 

Per cent 

Loch Doon 

Canterbury 

I-IX 

2.627 

32-76 

per cent 
33-1 

X 

3,754 

46-82 

45-7 

XI-XV 

1,637 

20-42 

21-1 


An analysis of London and Canterbury coins in the hoard is also useful inasmuch as 
it facilitates comparison with the mint output figures which survive for those two mints. 
As has been observed elsewhere, the hoards of this period consistently contain fewer 
coins of the earlier classes than would have been expected from the mint output records. 
The hoard evidence suggests that large quantities of coin disappear from circulation as 
the years pass. 1 

It is difficult to establish the extent to which the classification of Edward pence can 
be regarded as objective rather than ‘a matter of eye and taste’. 2 Although the broad 
outlines of the classification are clear, many of the subtler distinctions are constantly 
subject to revision. The subclassification of the larger classes III, IV, and X undergoes 
continual scrutiny as successive numismatists seek improvements. Neither are the 
smaller groups immune: classes V, VI, and VII still hold secrets. Put in its most general 
terms, the problem would seem to be one of deciding which particular punches or 
characteristics should be deemed to be significant. Yet even when certain criteria have 
been chosen, problem coins occur exhibiting some ‘early’ and some ‘late’ characteristics. 
Theoretically, the proliferation of subclasses could continue almost to the point of die- 
analysis. 

In cataloguing a hoard of this size it has been necessary to take a broader view. 
Nevertheless, in two cases 1 have been guilty of furthering the process of proliferation. 
Certain coins seemed to share the characteristics of classes I and II 3 (PI. II, 1, 3). 
Moreover in class XI, I was struck by a particular form of the letter N (PI. II, 22, 23) 
which was extremely common, generally late, and more deserving of a class of its own 
than the extremely rare As of class XIc. Accordingly, any coins with this letter N have 
been noted separately in the catalogue. 

I have also benefited greatly from the advice of Mr. Christopher Wood, concerning 
classes III, IV, and X. On these matters he was good enough to show me the fruits of his 
own research and of the research of other Edwardian numismatists such as Woodhead, 
Tatler, Stewart, and North. I do not wish to anticipate the findings of these researchers. 
Full discussion of the problems of classification must await the publication of their 
findings. However, 1 have tried to make this report as up to date as possible, and the 
coins are classified in accordance with the general drift of their work as I understand it. 
The much-discussed question of class IVa-c receives further treatment. Generally IVa 
resembles Illg with larger commas in place of the crescent-shaped marks (PI. II, 6). 
IVb is distinguished by the extremely straight limb of the right fieur of the crown 
(PI. II, 7). The crown of IVc, and incidentally of IVd and IVe, exhibits a tiny nick 
between the left-hand ornament and the left fieur (PI. II, 8). Class Xc-e is subdivided 
by crowns 1-5. The two new crowns 4 and 5 would generally have been classed with 


1 See N. .1. Mayhew, ‘Numismatic Evidence and 
Falling Prices in the Fourteenth Century’, Econ. 
Hisl. Rev., 2nd series, xxvii, 1974. 

2 D. F. Allen, 'The Boyton Find of Coins of 


Edward I and IP, NC 1936, p. 116. 

3 See also G. L. V. Tatler. ‘A Note on the Transition 
between Types I and II of the Pennies of Edward P, 
BNJ xxvii i (1955 7), pp. 288 93. 



40 THE ABERDEEN UPPERK1RKGATE HOARD OF 1886 

crown 3 in the past and are definitely late. Where Xf was distinguished in the past it 
seems to correspond with crown 4. Once again full descriptions of these types await 
publication by those who have identified them. I sometimes found crowns 4 and 5 
difficult to distinguish from one another, but the plates illustrate good examples of all 
five crowns. In many cases I found IIIc difficult to distinguish from Hid (PI. II, 4, an 
early coin with a later h). Certain early IIIc coins were simple enough and have been 
noted separately, but otherwise IIIc and d are listed together. These bald comments are 
intended simply to clarify the catalogue. 

The Scottish and Irish pence and continental sterlings in the hoard have been 
thoroughly picked over, as one might expect, and enthusiasts of these series will now 
find the hoard disappointing. One continental sterling is, however, worthy of particular 
notice. It is an ordinary rosarius of Jean d'Avesnes which has had a crude crown added 
to the head long after it left the mint. The reverse of this coin shows the battering which 
this tooling involved. Clearly this must be seen in the context of the sudden reduction 
of the legal value of pollards and crockards from one penny to a halfpenny and their 
subsequent complete demonetization. There is another coin of this type in the British 
Museum, which exhibits much better workmanship, and others in NMAS and the 
Ashmolean. Otherwise there arc few surprises amongst the continental sterlings. The 
presence of a Chautard 1 199/197 mule is worth mentioning. Coins of this enigmatic 
type are generally assigned to Ferry IV of Lorraine on the grounds that Thomas de 
Bourlemont, Bishop of Toul 1330-53, must be too late. If most Scottish hoards of this 
type are assigned to the 1330s the question might seem to be reopened, but the Tutbury 
hoard. 2 dated 1322, remains an insurmountable obstacle to returning these coins to the 
Bishop of Toul, and we can regard the Aberdeen hoard as further evidence that they 
were struck by Ferry IV. 

Imitations which bear the correct English legends have generally eluded the nineteenth- 
century eye 3 and are still well represented in the hoard. A detailed analysis of these 
types of imitation, together with similar coins in the Montraive hoard is to be pub- 
lished in the Numismatic Chronicle for 1976. Here it will be enough to illustrate and 
draw attention to the principal types of imitation, for it is only when these imitations 
are recognized and recorded that we can accumulate hoard evidence to help us date 
them. 

Imitations reading edwarra, etc. (PI. II, 29, 30) and resembling Xb have already 
been the subject of some discussion. 4 There were thirty-six such coins in the hoard, 
although six of them were of a related die-linked type reading edwara. In distinguishing 
this type of imitation from genuine Xb coins the most obvious difference lies in the 
crown. Genuine Xb coins have the same crown as Xa (PI. II, 13, 14, a very rare Xb 
Durham King’s Receiver), although occasionally the edwarra legend is found with 
crown 1 of the five crowns of Xc-f. The crowns of this imitative type may easily be 
distinguished from the English Xa-b crown, and from the five crowns of Xc-f. The 
reverses read variously, London 19, Canterbury 14, and Durham 3. 5 

1 J. Chautard, Imitations ties Mommies an Type 4 N. J. Mavhew, ‘A Canterbury-Durham Die Link’, 
Esterlin. Nancy. 187i. SNC October 1974. 

* E. Hawkins in Archaeologia, xxiv, 1831, pp. 5 A Dublin reverse of this type is in the Ulster 
148 if. Museum Sylloge (no. 529;, but as far as is known it is 

3 With the exception of E. Burns who never saw not from this hoard, 
this hoard. 
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Imitations with the irregular reading edwre are also present in the hoard. Mr. J. J. 
North 1 lias recently drawn attention to this group which is present in most large hoards 
of the period. 2 Since the legend is of a type which does not occur on any regular English 
coins, the series of imitations has generally been recognized in the past and has a number 
of useful provenances. The earliest so far to come to light is Mellendean, which may be 
thought to have been concealed in 1296. There were six coins with the edwre reading in 
the Aberdeen hoard, all with London reverses. Two of them have comparatively good- 
looking portraits with well-curled hair and rounded chins (PI. II, 31, 32). The other 
four coins have less attractive portraits with heavily ringed eyes (PI. II, 33, 34). Two 
groups of coins with similar faces but reading edwra should be linked to this type. 
There are four good-looking coins reading edwra (2 Canterbury, 2 London) and five of 
the ugly type (all London). The approximate correspondence of this edwre reading to 
the legends of English coins in type la-c has led some to date this imitative series to the 
early 1280s. There is nothing to rule out so early a date, except that I have found one 
coin of this type from the Montraive hoard with the reverse reading civitas alost, and 
so attributable to Gui de Dampierre. 3 One probably has to choose between dating Gui’s 
pollards earlier than is usual, or dating the edwre type to the 1290s. 

Apart from the Flanders forgeries I have been able to identify only one other Euro- 
pean mint as a source of imitation sterlings with English legends. This is Gaucher de 
Chatillon’s mint at Yves (PI. II, 35, 36). The evidence of Gaucher’s forgery has already 
appeared elsewhere, 4 and here it will be sufficient to list the Gaucher and Edward types 
in the catalogue in accordance with this classification. There remain twenty-nine imita- 
tion sterlings which have not been assigned to any particular group. Some of them may 
be unrecognized members of groups already discussed; others may be individual 
‘home-made’ coins without any related types. In the catalogue they are subdivided: 
those with extremely crude types, those reading edwr (including one with a Dublin 
reverse) and those reading edwar. There is also an example of the plate-type forgery 
similar to that found at Dunblane 5 of which only one plate survives. 

POSTSCRIPT 

On a recent visit to Aberdeen I was shown another ‘set’ of coins taken from the hoard. 
They were kept on the wall of the Chamberlain’s office at the Town House, Aberdeen. 
This set differed from the other set owned by Mr. Collie in two respects. It was larger, 
containing places for thirty coins, although two places were empty; and it was specifically 
stated on the case that these wore ‘Specimens of coins found in Bronze Pot, Upper- 
kirkgate, Aberdeen 1886’. The framing and mounting of the two sets seemed similar, 
and the discovery of the second set confirms the assumptions made in the full hoard 
report. 

One of these twenty-eight coins is particularly worthy of note. It is one attributed to 
Thomas de Bourlemont, Bishop of Toul 1330-53. Four crucial letters on the reverse 
were not legible on the Aberdeen specimen, but a few days after seeing this coin I was 

1 J. J. North, 'Contemporary Forgeries of Ed- J N. J. Mayhcw, ‘Gaucher de Chaiilion and the 
Wardian Pence’, SMC May 1975. Imitation of Sterlings', Revue Beige de Numismalique , 

3 e.g. Montraive, Tutbury, Blackhills, Mellendean. exxi, 1975. 

3 It will be recalled that Robert de Bethunc’s 3 D. F. Allen in BNJ (1940), p. 281. 
sterlings from this mint read aloten. 
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fortunate enough to examine Mr. Blunt’s collection and found another coin with the 
same distinctive obverse legend, and a more informative reverse. Reference to H. B. 
Earle Fox’s notebooks indicated that the Fox brothers had attributed this coin to 
Thomas de Bourlemont. Fritze Lindahl found one coin of this type in the Ebbelnaes 
find (342 illustrated), 1 and there were two in the Kirial hoard (603 and 604 illustrated). 2 
The Derby hoard is the only other British hoard known to have contained an example. 3 

Thomas de Bourlemont’s sterlings have already caused a good deal of confusion, and 
one hesitates to attribute coins reading comes to him. Nevertheless, in this case, ton- 
(m)as and tvlensi do not appear to allow much doubt, and since the opinions of the 
Fox brothers, Fritze Lindahl, and Jorgen Steen Jensen all concur, this attribution seems 
sure. This makes this coin the most recent in the set and, assuming it was struck early 
in Thomas’s episcopate, roughly contemporary w'ith the York XVd penny in the other 
set w'hich was used to date the whole hoard. This second set of coins, like the first, 
leaves no doubt that the Upperkirkgate hoard of 1886 was concealed after 1330. 

The identification of the coins is not always as full as might be expected because some 
of the coins were made partially illegible by the glue which kept them in their places. 

None of the coins in this postscript is included in the List of Coins covering the 
rest of the hoard. 

England 


Berwick 

Blunt type Ilia 

Bristol 

ITIf 

Bury 

Robertus de Hadelie IVa 
XIV 

Canterbury 

Xa doublestruck 

Xb 

Chester 

nig 

Durham 

X crown 2, Bek 

Exeter 

IXb 

Hull 

IXb 

London 

IIIc 

Newcastle 

Ille Northern type 

York Royal 

IHe Northern type 

Ireland 

Dublin 

Dolley Class 2 

Waterford 

Dolley Class 2 


Scotland 

Alexander TIT 

John Baliol (rough coinage) 

Robert the Bruce 

Continental Sterlings 
Ch = Chautard 

Aquitaine. Edward I— II of England 
Brabant. Jean III, Ch 1 12. Brussels 
Flanders. Robert de Bethune. 12, 13, or 14. Alost 

1 Fritze Lindahl, ‘Monifundet fra Ebbelnaes pi Djursland’, NNA 1970. 

Mon’, NNA 1952. a L. A. Lawrence, ‘A Hoard of English and Foreign 

2 Jorgen Steen Jensen, ‘Mantfundet fra Kirial pa Sterlings found at Derby", NC 1928. 
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Hainaut. Jean d'Avesnes. Ch 33. Mons 
Ligny. Valeran II. Ch 226 var. Serain 
Luxembourg. John the Blind. Ch 186. var. 

Holy Roman Empire. Louis IV. Ch 317, Ch 315 var. 

Toul. Thomas de Bourlemont. + edwsai wattonas com es[tvle]nsi 
Yves. Gaucher de Chatillon. type I (RBN 1975). 

LIST OF COINS 


ENGLAND 



EDWARD i-m 


IVa-c/e 


3 

London mint 


IVc/a-c 


4 




IVe 


57 

la 

with lc reverse i.e. N-fii 

4 




lb 

none 

- 



617 

lc 


38 




lc 

with pellet after dns 

8 




lc 

with pellet after dns and 

1 

V 


30 


ANGL 






Id 


14 






— 

VI 


8 



65 

VI 

with EDWA 

3 






11 

Id 

with face of II 

9 




II 

with face of Id 

20 




Ila 


31 

Vila 


8 

lib 


101 

Vllb 


6 

11 

uncertain 

1 



— 



— 



14 



162 



— 




Villa 


65 

Ilia 


10 

VUIb 


36 

Ilia 

bifoliate 

2 



— 

Illb 


7 



101 

All 

i.e. IIIc with pellets in crown 

4 



— 

111c 

early h 

28 




IIIc 

with wedge abbreviations 

1 

IXa 

with star 

84 

111c 

with all early signs but late h 

1 

IXa 

without star (difficult to 

9 

IIIc— d 


186 


distinguish from VUIb) 


Hlf 


8 

IXb 

with star 

346 

INI 

with crescent abbreviations 

3 

IXb 

without star 

138 

Illg 

early s 

75 

IXb 

star uncertain 

13 

nig 

early and late s 

38 



— 

nig 

late s 

83 



590 

nig 

with commas 

5 



— 

nig 

no abbreviations 

1 







XalX 

mules 

117 



452 

Xa 


60 




Xb/IX 

mules 

28 




XblX 

trifoliate crown 

6 

IVa 


164 

Xb/IX 

trifoliate crown f.Dwrr 

2 

IVb 


167 

Xb 


184 

IVc 


74 

Xb 

EDWRR 

22 

IVd 


148 

Xa-b 

but EDWARA 

10 
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Xc-f 

crown I but edwarra 

7 

XVc 


39 

Xc-f 

crown 1,/lX mule 

l 



— 

Xc-f 

crown 1 

503 



123 

Xc-f 

crown 2 

541 



— 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield (see M. M. 

259 





Archibald, ‘The Mayfield 


Uncertain Xs 

6 


(Sussex) 1968 Hoard’ in 


Uncertain X-XV 

1 


Mints, Dies and Currency, 







Total 


5,288 

ed. R. A. G. Carson) 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield wilh 

3 



■ 


EDWARRA 





Xc-f 

crown 3 later type 

493 

Canterbury mint 


Xc-f 

crown 3 later type straight- 

18 

lib 


6 


sided NS 






Xc-f 

crown 3 later type edwarra 

1 




Xc-f 

Xc-f 

Xc-f 

crown 5 
crown 4 

crown 4 straight-sided ns 

40 

166 

24 

Illb 

IIIc 

Illc-d 

early h 
late h 

1 

3 

57 



2,485 

lllf 

Illg 

late s 
early s 

2 

8 





early and late s 

3 





late s 

41 

XIa 

with spearhead intact 

3 



— 

Xla/X 

with spearhead intact 

I 



115 

XIa/X 


1 



— 

XIa 


208 




XIa 

EDWARRA 

2 

IVa 


83 

XI b 


114 

IVa 

EDRI 

1 

Xlb 

EDWARRA 

26 

IVb 


79 

XIN 


118 

IVc 


32 

XIN 

EDWARRA 

12 

IVa-c 


2 

XIc 

EDWARRA 

l 

IVd 


88 

Xlc/b 


1 

IVd 

pellet before tas 

1 

Xlb 

edwarr/XIc 

1 

IVa/e 

with CAN .TOR 

1 



— 

IVe/d 


3 



488 

IVd/e 


2 



— 

IVe 


14 




IVe 

pellet before .tas 

7 

xii/xrN 

mule 

2 



313 

XII 


2 






4 

V 


14 

XIII 


68 

IXa 

without star 

5 



— 

IXa 

with star 

17 




IXb 

with star 

59 

XIV 


71 

IXb 

without star 

53 


IXb 

without star reading castor 

1 




IXb 

star uncertain 

3 

XVa 


33 



138 

XVb 


51 



' 
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IXb/X 

without star 

7 

Uncertain XI-XV 

1 

Xa 


57 



— 

Xb 


150 

Total 


2,761 

Xb 

EOWARR 

1 



— 

Xb 

EDVVRR 

4 




Xa-b 

With EDWARA 

2 

Durham mint 


Xc-f 

crown I EDWARR 

7 

lib 


6 

Xc-f 

crown 1 

191 



— 

Xc-f 

crown 2 

329 




Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield 

150 

IIIc 


4 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield reading 

2 

Hie 

mark on bust 

1 


CANTAO 


IHg 

early and late s 

1 

Xc-f 

crown 3 later type 

198 

IHg 

late s 

8 

Xc-f 

crown 3 later type with 

to 



— 


straight ns 




14 

Xc-f 

crown 5 

12 



— 

Xc-f 

crown 4 

150 








IVa 


10 



1,270 

IVb 

Bek’s mark on obv. 

1 





IVb 

Bek’s mark on rev. 

1 




IVc 

Bek’s mark on obv. 

1 

Xc-f 

crown 4/XI 

2 



— 

XIa/X 


1 



13 

XI 

with crown 3 

2 



— 

XI 

with crown 3/XIc mule 

6 




XIa 


98 

IXa 

Bek, one with star, one 

4 

Xlb 


189 


without, two uncertain 


XIN 


100 

IXb 

Bek with star 

12 

XIc 


16 

IXb 

Bek without star 

5 





IXb 

Bek star uncertain 

3 



414 

IXb 

Royal with star 

19 





IXb 

Royal without star 

20 




IXb 

Royal star uncertain 

2 

Xll 


17 

IXb 

Bek or Royal star uncertain 

7 


XIII/XIc 4 

XIII with X crown 3 5 

XIII BDWARANGL 1 

XIII 93 

103 

XIV 156 

XVa 36 

XVb 128 

XVc 40 


204 

10 


72 


IXb/X 

Royal 

1 

Xa 

Royal 

16 

Xb 

Bek 

14 

Xb 

Royal 

1 

Xc-f 

crown 1 Bek 

38 

Xc-f 

crown 2 Royal 

45 

Xc-f 

crown 2 mm uncertain 

3 

Xc-f 

crown 2 Bek 

49 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield Royal 

15 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield Bek 
EDWARR 

4 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield Bek 

EDWARA 

36 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield mm un- 
certain 

2 

Xc-f 

crown 3 later type Bek 

128 

Xc-f 

crown 3 later type Royal 

1 


Uncertain X 
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Xc-f 

crown 3 later type Royal 


Bury St. Edmunds mint 



F.DWARR 


IIIc 

Tatler B b 2 

I 

Xc-f 

crown 4 Bek 

18 

Illd 

Tatler T t l 

1 

Xc-f 

crown 4 mm uncertain 

3 





Xc-f 

crown 4 Royal 

6 



2 

Xc-f 

crown 4 Bek with straight N 

1 





Xc-f 

crown 5 Bek 

3 







IVa 

Tatler I 

1 



386 

IVa 

Tatler H h 1 

1 

XIa 

Bek 

53 



2 

XIa 

Bek/Kellawe mule 

1 




XIa 

Kellawe 

19 

IXa 

without star 

1 

XIa 

Royal 

6 

IXb 

with star 

4 

Xlb 

Kellawe 

16 

IXb 

without star 

1 

Xlb 

Kellawe edwarr 

3 



— 

XI N 

Kellawe 

28 



6 

XIc 

Kellawe 

6 



— 



— 

Xa 


2 



132 

Xb 


5 



“ ■ 

Xc-f 

crown 1 

6 

XII 

Kellawe 

4 

Xc-f 

crown 2 

24 



___ 

Xc-f 

crown 3 Mayfield 

10 




Xc-f 

crown 3 later type 

29 

XIII 

Kellawe 

30 

Xc-f 

crown 3, /XI mule 

1 

XIII 

Beaumont 

9 

Xc-f 

crown 5 

1 



— 

Xc-f 

crown 4 

8 



39 

Xc-f 

crown 4 edwarra 

2 

XIV 

Beaumont 

52 



88 

XIV 

London-Durham mule 

2 



— 



— 

Xc-f 

crown 4/XI 

15 



54 

XIa 


24 



— 

Xlb 


7 

XVa 


9 

XIN 


5 

XV b 


33 



C 1 

XVb 

London-Durham mule 

1 



51 

XVc 


38 






— 

XII 


3 



81 



— 



' ' 

XIII 


6 


uncertain X 

17 



— 

Xc-e 

crown and mm. uncertain 

8 

XIV 


49 

Xc-e 

crown uncertain, Bek 

9 




XI-XIII 

uncertain Kellawe 

3 





uncertain XI-XV 

1 

XVa 


11 


uncertain Beaumont 

7 

XVb 


20 





XVc 


10 



45 



— 



— 



41 

Total 


846 

Total 


248 
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Bristol Mini 


IXb/X 


11 



Xa 


10 

lib 

15 








21 

Illc late h 

19 



— 

Illc-d? 

3 




nid 

6 




Illg early s 

15 

Total 


47 

late s 

11 





— 

York mint 




54 





— 

I lb 


12 

lVa 

1 






Illb 


8 



111c 


5 

lXb with star 

27 

Ille 


22 

IXb without star 

15 

Ille 

quatrefoil on reverse 

1 


— 

Ille 

quatrefoil on reverse, flower 

1 


42 


on obverse 






37 

Total 

112 






IXb 

episcopal with star 

3 



IXb 

episcopal without star 

3 

Chester mint 


IXb 

royal without star 

25 

Illg 

: 

IXb 

royal with star 

43 

Exeter mint 




74 

IXb 

2 




Kingston mint 


XVd 

17 and quatrefoil 

1 

IXb 

1 

Total 


124 

Lincoln mint 





IIIc 

6 

Berwick mint: arranged according to Blunt 

HIc-d? 

1 

la or b 


1 

Illd 

8 




Illf 

2 




Illg wedge/comma abbreviations 

1 

Ia-b/II 


1 

Illg early s 

5 

Ia-b/Ub 


I 

Illg early and late s 

1 

Ila 


2 

Illg late s 

3 

11b 

different face from BM ex- 

2 


— 


amples 


Total 

27 








6 

Newcastle mint 





IXb without star 

11 

Ilia 


1 

IXb with star 

15 

111a or b 


2 
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IVa 

3 

VI 

— 

IVa-b 

1 



IVb 

6 

VII 

1 

IVb-c 

6 



IVc 

13 

uncertain 

1 


29 

Total 

43 

V 

2 




I R E L A N D — arranged 

according to Dolley 


EDWARD 

l-H 

Waterford mint 


Dublin mint 


2nd coinage 

2 

2nd coinage 

3 


— 

2nd/3rd coinage mules 

2 

Total 

8 

6th coinage 

1 




6 



SCOTLAND- 

—arranged according to Stewart 



ALEXANDER III 


G-F 24 points 

2 

B 

24 points 

1 

G 24 points 

4 

D 

24 points 

I 

Uncertain 

1 

D 

26 points 

I 

JOHN BALIOL 


E 

E 

26 points 

24 points 

2 

2 

First Coinage 

] 

E 

25 points 

1 


O/l 

F 

24 points 

7 



F 

26 points 

1 




EUROPE 

Continental Sterlings, excluding Gaucher de Chatillon’s sterlings which are listed with his imitations 
struck in Edward’s name. 


Two coins were broken into unidentifiable pieces but had the original identification written on the 
package. They were described as one of Ferry IV of Lorraine and one of Jean d’Avesnes of Hainaut. 




Wt/g. 

1. Aquitaine 

Edward I or II (1272-1327) sterling cf. Hewlett, 70-1, and 258 



Obv. EDWARD’ REX ANGL 



Rev. DVX AQV ITA NIE 

1 371 

2. Brabant-Limburg 

Jean I (1261-94) Chautard 95 

1-302 

3. Brabant 

Jean III (1312-55) Chautard 112 

1-202 

4. Ligny 

Valeran 11(131 6-54) Chau tard 232 or 233 

1-320 

5. Ligny 

Valeran 11 Chautard 229, but rev. reads serain 

1-387 

6. Ligny 

Valeran II 



Obv. ODOM (INUS DE Li) nEtl 



Rev. as Chautard 226 

1-086 

7. Ligny-Luxembourg 

Valeran 11 Chautard 237 

1-283 

8. As 7 


1-284 

9. Namur 

Gui de Dampierre ( 1 263—97) Chautard 47 

1-040 

10. As 9 


1-169 
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Wtlg. 


11. Namur Gui de Dampierre 

Obv. MARCHIO irAMURC 

Rev. mo LIet aIIa mur 1-286 

This coin appears lo have a ‘Flanders' type obverse usually found with g. comes fland on the reverse 
cf. Chautard 1. 

12. Namur-Flanders Gui de Dampierre Chautard 1 1-140 

13. Flanders Robert de Bethune (1305-22) 

Obv. r comes flaDdrie double trefoil stops 

Rev. moH eta alo teD 1 -387 

14. Flanders Robert de Bethune Chautard 14 1-300 

15. Flanders Robert de Bethune Chautard 14 but single trefoil stops? 1-361 

16. As 15 1-296 

17. As 15 1-436 

18. As 15 1-260 

19. Luxembourg John the Blind (1309-46) Chautard 187 but : stops 1-233 

20. Luxembourg John the Blind Chautard 187 1-422 

21. Lorraine Ferry IV (1312-28) Chautard 192 0-942 

22. Lorraine Ferry IV Chautard Obv. 199 Rev. 197 attrib. to Thomas de 1-179 

Bourlemont 

23. Hainaut Jean d'Avesnes II (1280-1304), Valenciennes Chautard 26 1-036 

24. Hainaut Jean d’Avesnes II Mons Chautard 29 1 -260 

25. Hainaut Jean d’Avesnes II Mons Chautard 32 with tooled crown 0-943 

26. Loos Arnold VIII (1280-1328) Chautard 146 1155 

27. Holy Roman Empire Louis of Bavaria (1314-47) Chautard 318 1-231 

28. Arleux Jean de Flandre (1313-25) Chautard 224 1-135 

Continental Imitations with English legends plus Gaucher de Chatillon: 

edwarra type imitations 36 

Gaucher de Chatillon and his Edward type imitations 84 

viz. Edward types a 5, b 14, c 9, d 35 

Gaucher types I 3, II-, III 5, IV 6, V 1 ?, VI 4, VI/VII 2 
F.DWRE-type 6 

Possibly related types with edwr 9 

edwr with Dublin reverse 1 

Other Imitations of very crude style 7 

Other Imitations of better style reading edwr 7 

Other Imitations of better style reading edwar 13 

Plate-type forgery 1 

Totals 

English 9,458 

Berwick 43 

Irish 8 

Scottish 24 

Continental Sterlings (excluding Gaucher) 28 

Plus fragments of two 2 

Continental Imitations (including Gaucher) 164 


9,727 

Included in the above list are three groups of coins in the possession of: 

a. Aberdeen University Press 4/R English and Scottish. 

England: London X crown 3 Mayfield, 1; Canterbury Xlb, 1; XIII, I. 

Scotland: Alexander III Rex Scottorum Stewart Class E 24 pts, 1. 

E 


043:1 f 7« 
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b. Mr. G. E. Collie 25 /R English, Scoitish, and Foreign. 

England: London Ila, 1; IXb star, 1; Xb, 1; X crown 1, 1. 

Canterbury X crown 3 Mayfield, 1; X crown 3 later type, 1; XIV, 1. 

Bristol lib, 1 ; Nig early S, 1 ; IIIc, 1. 

Bury XIV, 1; XVb, 2. 

Durham IXb Bek no star, 1 ; IXb Royal star, 1 ; X crown 3 later type Bek, 1 ; XVb Beau- 
mont 1. 

Newcastle Xa, 1 . 

York Ille, 1 ; IXb no star, 1; XVd, 1. 

Scotland : Alexander III Class F 24 pts, 1 . 

Continental: Gaucher de Chatillon, 2. 
edwarra type imitation, 1. 

c. Aberdeen Art Galleries and Museums at John Dun's House, Aberdeen. 

12 /R English and Scottish. 

London: Ic, 2; Hb, 1; Ilia, 1; IVe, 2; Vila, 1; Xa/IX, 1; Xb edwrr, 1; XIa, 1; XVc, 1. 

Scottish: Alexander III Class E 25 pts, 1. 


KEY TO THE PLATE 


1. Face Ila, crown Id 

2. Rev. of 1 

3. Face Id, crown Ila 

4. IIIc with early features but late h 

5. Mf 

6. IVa 

7. IVb 

8. IVc 

9. Xa/IXb mule London, a very common com- 

bination 

10. Rev. of 9 

11. Xb 

12. Xb ED WAR A 

13. Xb Durham royal receiver 

14. Rev. of 13 

15. X crown 1, edwarra 

16. X crown 1 

17. X crown 2 

18. X crown 3 Mayfield lettering 

19. X crown 3 later non-Mayfield type 


20. X crown 4 

21 . X crown 5 

22. XI N London 

23. Rev. of 22 

24. XVc Durham Bishop Beaumont 

25. XVa Bury 

26. Rev. of 25 

27. XVd York archi episcopal mint 

28. Rev. of 27 

29. edwarra type imitation Durham, cf. nos. 

13 and 14 

30. Rev. of 29 

31. edwre imitation 

32. Rev. of 31 

33. edwre imitation 

34. Rev. of 33 

35. Edward type imitation of Gaucher de 

Chatillon 

36. Rev. of 35 
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MINT OFFICIALS AND MONEYERS OF 
THE TUDOR PERIOD 

C. E. CHALLIS 

During the later fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries England was served both by 
mints and exchanges. One word, cambium, might be used to refer to either institution 
and officials might be, and frequently were, described in contemporary documents as 
being of the mint and the exchange even though they served in only one of these institu- 
tions. 1 The cohesion which words might imply, however, should not be allowed to 
obscure the fact that mints and exchanges were quite distinct in function: the former 
obviously being concerned with the manufacture of coin and the latter with the exchange 
of coin for bullion, or of one type of coin for another. In contrast to the exchanges, 
which enjoyed a chequered career before finally dying out in their medieval form during 
the reign of Henry VIII, the mints had an important and, so far as the Tower mint was 
concerned, a continuous existence throughout the Tudor period and it is with their 
personnel — the senior administrative officials, the lesser officials or operatives, and the 
moneyers — that this article is concerned. 

Between 1485 and 1544 the Crown operated a contract system at the principal mint 
in the Tower, whereby an agreement was made with a master-worker or, more com- 
monly, two master-workers who contracted to produce specified coins at specified 
weights and finenesses. In addition, the Crown undertook to bear the cost of certain 
other officials: two, the warden and the comptroller/assay- master, to act as checks on 
the master- workers; and three, the porter, the clerk, and the engraver, to help with the 
general organization and production of coin. In modified form this contract system 
also applied to the mints at Dublin and Waterford for, although there seems to be no 
record of a warden being appointed specifically for these Irish establishments, there is 
clear evidence of the appointment by the Crown of master-workers, comptrollers/assay- 
masters, and engravers. 4 In still further modified form the contract system also applied 
to the ecclesiastical mints of the early Tudor period, at Canterbury, Durham, and York. 
There the Crown delegated the striking of coin to the great prelates who, in turn, con- 
tracted with master-workers for the production of coin. The presumption is that in each 
case a comptroller was also appointed as a check on the master-worker, 3 but there is 
no evidence of the appointment of a clerk or a porter as at the Tower. Certainly there 
were no engravers at the ecclesiastical mints because all dies were produced centrally 
in the Tower. 

With few exceptions, largely in connection with the ecclesiastical mints for which few 
records now survive, w'e are reasonably well informed about these senior mint officials 
whose names can usually be picked up from patents of office, coinage contracts, and 

! Cf. The De Moncla of Nicholas Oresme and Eng- • C. E. Challis, ‘The Tudor Coinage for Ireland’, 

lish Mint Documents, trans. and ed. C. Johnson 11956), UN. I xl (1971), pp. 100 I. 

p. xxii; Alice Beardwood, ‘Royal Mints and Ex- 5 C. E. Challis, ‘The Ecclesiastical Mints of the 
changes’. The English Government at Work, 1327 Early Tudor Period: their Organization and Possible 
1336 (Cambridge, Mass. 1950), iii. 35-6. Date of Closure’, Nil x (1975), pp. 91-2. 
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formal accounts. But of those who came below the upper echelon — the melters of the 
precious metals, the blanchcrs of the coin blanks, and so on — we know comparatively 
little. These men were appointed by and directly responsible to the master-worker who 
was in no way bound to record formally whom he employed and at what wages. Occa- 
sionally a will, a mint dispute, a recollection by a former employee, or some other 
chance piece of evidence allows us a fleeting glimpse of who these people were; but for 
the most part the minor mint officials of the early Tudor period remain anonymous. 

In 1544, as a direct result of the decision openly to debase the English coinage, mint 
organization was significantly altered. The old contract system (and with it the offices 
of warden and master-worker) was swept away and in its place was erected a new 
structure under the direct management of the Crown, in which a high treasurer was 
appointed to over-all supervision of all the mints and an under-treasurer was set at the 
head of every individual mint. The Tower mint was divided into two and secondary 
mints were established at Bristol, Canterbury, Dublin, Durham House (in the Strand, 
London), Southwark, and York. 1 For each of these mints the under-treasurers should 
have accounted directly and in some detail, meticulously listing, amongst other things, 
the names and salaries of every official employed in the mint. In practice, at least one 
of the under-treasurers — John Bowes at Durham House — never accounted for his office 2 
and the accounts of some of those that did are now missing. 3 But on the whole the 
reorganized system of accounting does mean that for the debasement period we have 
an unusually full and accurate knowledge of mint personnel. 

Although the debasement of the coinage was virtually ended in 1551 and production 
of coin was almost entirely concentrated within a single establishment in the Tower 
from March 1552/ the system of direct management lingered on until 1572. Between 
Christmas 1553 and Christmas 1555 details of mint personnel are as full as ever but the 
loss of the accounts for 1 552-3 coupled with the fact that no accounts were ever formally 
presented for the period 1555 to 1572 means that for much of the 1550s and 1 560s mint 
officials once again become rather shadowy figures. This uncertainty continues for much 
of the rest of Elizabeth’s reign. In 1572 the old contract system w'as resurrected and with 
it returned the traditional division of responsibility for mint personnel. Once again the 
Crown appointed a warden and a master-worker, and once again it tried to limit its 
commitment to the payment of only the most senior men. On the voidance of the present 
incumbents the offices of warden’s clerk, teller, clerk of the mint, surveyor of the melting 
house, finer, smith, auditor, sinker of irons, engraver, and potter w'ere to cease and 
thereafter the Crown was to be charged only with the fees of the warden, assay-master, 
porter, and clerk of the irons. 5 In aiming to bring the distribution of staffing costs more 
in line with the pre-1544 situation the mint establishment of 1572 followed in the 

1 Although the ecclesiastical mints certainly sur- Review, 2nd ser. XX (1967), Table 2, p. 451. 
vived the reformation break they had no part to play 4 York, the only provincial mint to survive the 
in the reorganized structure of 1544. Challis, op. cit., main period of debasement, was not formally closed 
NH x (1975), pp. 96-8. until February 1554. 

* C. E. Challis and C. J. Harrison, ‘A Contemporary * PRO. C 54/868. In future the clerk of the mint 
Estimate of the Production of Silver and Gold Coinage was to be appointed by the warden but, since the 
in England, 1542-1556’, English Historical Review . warden was to receive an additional fee to defray this 
Ixxxviii (1973), p. 830. expense, this particular part of the 1572 agreement 

:l The gaps in the official accounts octween 1544 and could not have reduced the Crown’s financial corn- 
1551 are summarized in C. E. Challis, ‘The Debase- mitment. 
ment of the Coinage, 1542-1551’, Economic History 
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footsteps of the establishment of 6 December 1 560, which had stipulated that the offices 
of teller and liner should lapse on the deaths of the existing holders. 1 And, in so far as the 
offices of finer, clerk of the mint, and potter (as a Crown responsibility) did wither away 
by the end of the century, the establishment of 1 572 did have some success. But in general 
it proved ineffective. In practice most of the mint offices which it was planned to abolish 
remained in existence and, as the years slipped by and still further posts were created, 
the full-time establishment paid for by the Crown grew larger rather than smaller, so 
that by the beginning of the seventeenth century it embraced a score of offices instead 
of the handful envisaged in 1572. 2 

In discussing the three main periods of mint organization in the Tudor period 1485 
to 1544, 1544 to 1572, and 1572 to 1603 — nothing has so far been said about another 
group of workmen, the moneyers, who were of vital importance to the mint. These men, 
who fashioned the blanks and struck the coins, were carefully organized under a provost 
through whom they were set on work and received their remuneration. Yet, despite the 
apparent coherence of their administrative procedures, we know very little indeed about 
the moneyers. Their company must have kept some records in the Tudor period, for 
copies survive of the orders and rules of the company of moneyers in the Tower as set 
down in 1578, 3 but beyond this isolated scrap of information nothing now remains. 
Like many of the minor mint officials, the moneyers of the Tudor period often remain 
obscure and it is usually only through records quite unconnected with their occupation — 
parochial or testamentary records, for example — that some of the uncertainty can be 
dispelled. 

From these brief introductory remarks it is obvious enough that any attempt to list 
Tudor mint officials and moneyers can only be partially successful. All too often the 
documentary evidence is fragmentary and even when it is not it may vary enormously in 
value, depending upon the type of office held and the time and place of service. Despite 
all these shortcomings, however, it may not be without interest to draw together in 
summary form such information as has already come to light; partly to indicate how 
extensive that body of information already is, and partly to form a base upon which 
other scholars, working on documents which have not so far been consulted, may 
subsequently build. The list is arranged in two parts: 

Mint officials of the Tudor Period 

Surname, Christian name (dates), craft or trade affiliation 
office, mint, date of patent, fee 
period of service'* 

(references) 


Moneyers of the Tudor Period 

Surname, Christian name (dates) place of residence 
office, mint 
period of service 
(references) 

* PRO. E 101/307/1, pp. 49 51, 204 8. 

2 PRO. E 101/307/2(1). * Usually reckoned, on the basis of payments 

2 All Souls College, Oxford. MSS. 261, pi. 2, recorded in I he accounts, to the nearest quarter day. 
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The principal abbreviations used in the list are as follows: 

APC /lets of the Privy Council, New Series, ed. J. R. Dasent. 

BM. British Museum, London. 

BNJ British Numismatic Journal. 

CCR Calendar of Close Rolls. 

C/PM Calendar of Inquisitions Post Mortem. 

CPR Calendar of Patent Rolls. 

CSP Carew Calendar of State Papers, Carew. 

CSP Domestic Calendar of State Papers, Domestic. 

DNB Dictionary of National Biography. 

GH. Goldsmiths’ Hall, London. 

GL. Guildhall Library, London. 

GLRO. Greater London Record Office (Middlesex Records), London. 

HMC Historical Manuscripts Commission. 

HPT. History of Parliament Trust, London. Draft biographies prepared for the forthcoming 

volumes on The House of Commons in the Tudor period. 

LP Letters and Papers, Foreign and Domestic, of the Reign of Henry VIII, ed. Brewer, 

Gairdner, and Brodie (1862-1929). 

NC Numismatic Chronicle. 

NH Northern History. 

PRO. Public Record Office, London. 

Reddaway and T. F. Reddaway and Lorna E. M. Walker, The Early History of the Goldsmiths' Com- 
Walker puny, 1327-1509 (1975). 


Mint officials of the Tudor period 


Agard, Thomas (d 1549) 

under-treasurer, Dublin, 6s. 8 d. per day 
10 Feb. 1548-c. Aug. 1549 
(PRO. E 101/306/3 no. 1; E 150/758/1; CSP 
Carew, 1515-74, 271) 

Alborow, John 

finer, Canterbury (royal), £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Amadas, Robert (d 1532), goldsmith of London 
deputy to master-worker (W. Blount), Tower I, 
with 

(1) Edward Jourdan 

(2) Ralph Rowlett 
by 1510-32 

(LP ii p. 1481 ; LPiii no. 653 ; PRO. E 101/306/2; 
LP v no. 939) 

Anthony, Charles (d 1615, son of Derek), gold- 
smith of London 

engraver, Tower, 30 June 1599, £30 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1596-1603 . . . 

(CSP Domestic, 1598-1601 , 224; PRO. E 101/ 
296/16, E 101/304/20, E 101/307/2; C.H. 
Minute Bk. O, 253) 

Anthony, Derek ( d 1596), goldsmith of London 
engraver, Tower, 1 June 1552, £30 p.a. 


29 Sept. 1551-25 Dec. 1596 
(CPR, 1550-3, 299; PRO. AO 1/1670/497; 
C 54/868; E 101/296/15; GH. Minute Bk. 
G, 90) 

Assheton, Robert 

labourer, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Aunsham, Thomas, merchant 
deputy to comptroller/assay-master (Sir H. 

Wyatt), Tower I 
c. 1509-c. 1520 

(PRO. E 101/298/34 and 35; BM. Additional 
MSS. 21481 fo. 106; LP i no. 2781; BM. 
Harleian MSS. 38 fo. 262 r ) 

Axall, Oliver 

under-finer. Tower I, £12 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078, E 101/303/7, 
E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Babham, Arthur 

teller, Tower II, £26. 13s. 4d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Babham, John 

teller. Tower I, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 
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29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Bacc, Richard 

clerk of the mint, York (roval), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-29 Sept. 1548 
(PRO. E 101/296/18) 

Bacon, Bede 

chief meltcr. Tower I, £13. 6s. Scl. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1545 

chief melter, Southwark, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
under-melter. Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 cl. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 159/331 Rec. Trim 41) 

Bankes, Richard 

under-melter, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Banks, George 

melter, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 cl. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Banks, John 

labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Barnaby, Richard 
porter, Southwark, £10 p.a. 
succ. S. Wade and was succ. by J. Temple 
under-melter, Southwark, £12. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1550-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trim 41) 

Barnes, John 

surveyor of the meltings, Bristol, £26. 13 j. 4 d. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Barro, Thomas 

blancher, Bristol, £13. 6.5. 8 <7. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Barton, Ralph, the elder (cl 1565), goldsmith of 
London 

blancher. Tower I, £13. 6 ,v. 8 d. p.a. to 29 Sept. 

1551, then £12 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trim 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 101/303/7, E 351/2078; GH. Minute Bk. 
K, 7, 281) 

Barton, Ralph, the younger, goldsmith of London 


clerk to assay-master, Tower, £10 p.a. 
1576-1603 . . . 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; PRO. 
E 101/296/14, 15, and 16. E 101/304/20, 
E 101/307/2; GH. Minute Bk. K, 180) 

Basse, Henry (d 1 549), goldsmith of London 
deputy to engraver (H. Norris), Tower 
by 1523/4 

chief engraver, Tower, 5 Nov. 1544, £20 p.a. 

(raised in 1545 to £30) 

25 Mar. 1544-29 Sept. 1549 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078, Cl/742/1; 
LP xix (2) no. 690/9; GH. Minute Bk. A, 
451, 461) 

Baynton, Richard 

surveyor of the meltings (gold), Southwark, 
£13. 6tr. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1550-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trim 41) 

Beldon, John 
clerk, Bristol 
c. 1548-1550 

(PRO. E 101/303 6; HMC Salisbury MSS. i. 
283) 

Bennold, Francis 
engraver. Tower I 
1544-5 

(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Bennold, Jerham 
engraver, Tower I 
1544-5 

(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Benson, John 

labourer, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1551-25 Dec. 1555 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, AO 1/1670/497) 

Benson, Thomas (cl by 1576), goldsmith of Lon- 
don 

chief meltcr. Tower I, £13. 6.?. 8 cl. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-? 1576 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
AO 1/1670/497, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, 
C 54/868; GH. Minute Bk. D, 22; L, 259) 
Bentley, Christopher 

labourer, Southwark, £9 p.a. to 29 Sept. 1547, 
then £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Bcstney, Robert 

teller. Tower II, £26. 1 3.v. 4r/. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 
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Billingsley, William {d 1553), haberdasher of 
London 

assay-master, Tower 1 , 3 J une 1 544, £66. 1 3s. 4 d. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Mar. 1546 
assay-master. Tower II, £66. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Dec. 1547 
assay-master. Tower I, £66. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1549-24 June 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078, E 101/302/29; 
LP xix (1) no. 812/13; PRO. Prob. li/36, 20) 

Birkinshawe, Randall 
blancher, Tower II, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

1561-7 

(PRO. E 351/2185, SP 65/6) 

Blount, William, 4th Lord Mountjoy (e. 1477- 
1534) 

master-worker, Tower, 14 July 1509 
Sept. 1509-Mar. 1533 

(PRO. E 101/296/2; LP iv no. 5774 (11); DNB\ 
LP i no. 132 (53)) 

Bolles, William (1495-1583) 
teller, Tower II, 3 May 1549, £33. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
25 Mar. 1549-25 Dec. 1550 
0 CPR , 1548-9, 402; 1550-3, 108; C. J. Black, 
‘The administration and parliamentary repre- 
sentation of Nottinghamshire and Derby- 
shire, 1529 to 1558’ (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, 
London 1966) 

Bowes, John 

under-treasurer. Durham House 

2 Dec. 1 548-? Oct. 1549 

{CPR, 1548-9, 303-4; PRO. E 351/2077) 

Bowes, Sir Martin (1496-1566), goldsmith of 
London 

deputy to deputy master-worker (R. Amadas) 
by 1526 

master-worker (with R. Rowlett), Tower, 
5 Apr. 1533 
Apr. 1533-1543 
master- worker (alone). Tower 
1543-31 Mar. 1544 

under-treasurer, Tower I, 3 June 1544, £133. 

6s. 8 d. p.a. (raised in 1545 to £200) 

25 Mar. 1544-29 Sept. 1550 
{LP iv nos. 6649, 6600; LP vi no. 417 (7); 
PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078, E 101/303/7; 
LP xix (1) no. 812/15; LP xx (1) no. 620/17; 
HPT.) 


Bowes, Martin (son of Sir Martin, d 1573), gold- 
smith of London 

surveyor of the meltings, Tower I, £26. 13s. Ad. 
p.a. 

29 Sept. 1547-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rcc. Trim 41, E 351/2078, 
E 101/303/7; C.H. Minute Bk. L, 1) 

Bowes, Ralph 
clerk, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1548-29 Sept. 1548 
(PRO. E 351/2078) 

Bowes, Thomas (son of Sir Martin, d 1591), gold- 
smith of London 

teller. Tower I, 13 Apr. 1545, £33. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-29 Sept. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078, E 101/303/7; 
LP xx (1) no. 620/24; HPT; GH. Minute 
Bk. G, 46) 

Bowley, Robert 

master-worker, Dublin and Waterford, 19 Nov. 
1485 

engraver and master-worker (with J. Coton), 
Dublin and Waterford, 8 Mar. 1490 
{CPR, 1485-94, 124, 299) 

Brewer, Thomas 
under-melter, Tower II, £12 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 

Briand, Henry 

clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons), Tower, 
22 Jan. 1554, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1553-28 Feb. 1557 

{CPR, 1553-4, 84; PRO. AO 1/1670/497) 

Brice, Sir Hugh {d 1496), goldsmith of London 
clerk of the mint and porter (with J. Brice), 
Tower, 15 Feb. 1472, 9 d. per day 
. . . 1485-8 

{CPR, 1467-77, 315; CPR, 1485-94, 38; PRO. 
Prob. 11/11, 12; CIPM, Henry VII, iii no. 
708; Reddaway and Walker, pp. 285-8) 
Brice, James (son of Sir Hugh, whom he pre- 
deceased), goldsmith of London 
clerk of the mint and porter (with father). 
Tower, 15 Feb. 1472, 9 d. per day 
. . . 1485-8 

{CPR, 1467-77, 315; CPR, 1485-94, 38; CIPM, 
Henry VII, iii no. 708 ; Reddaway and W'alker, 
pp. 285-6) 

Broad, John, goldfiner of London 
mclter, Tower I 
22 Aug. 1582-1597 

(PRO. E 101/620/55 and 60, E 101/304/18; 
HMC Salisbury MSS. xii. 198) 
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Brock, Robert, clerk 

comptroller. Tower I, 3 June 1544, £100 p.a. 
25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078; LP xix (1) 
no. 812/16) 

comptroller, Southwark 

24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 (Brock was un- 
salaried at Southwark and the dating of his 
tenure of office is not known with certainty. 
Elowever, he was probably in office from the 
establishment of the mint until the appoint- 
ment of Thomas Fletewood. PRO. E 159/331 
Rec. Trin. 41) 

Brown, John, mercer of London 
warden. Tower, 1 Dec. 1536 

23 Dec. 1536-31 Mar. 1544 

(LP xi no. 1417/1; PRO. AO 1/1595/1; BM. 

Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 16-17, 2CM) 
surveyor, Tower, 19 June 1544, £26. 135. 4 d. 
p.a. (raised in 1545 to £53) 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Mar. 1552 

(LP xix (1) no. 812/64; PRO. E 101/303/7, 
E 351/2078, E 101/302/27, E 159/331 Rec. 
Trin. 41, E 351/2079; CPR, 1550-3, 297; 
C. Wriothesley, A Chronicle of England, ed. 
W. D. Hamilton (Camden Soc. 20, 1877), 
ii. 74) 

Browne, John 

surveyor of the meltings (silver), Southwark, 
£26. 135. Ad. p.a. 
succ. C. Yorke-24 Jun. 1550 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Bruchsal, Alexander (d 1 545), goldsmith of Lon- 
don 

engraver, Tower, 29 Sept. 1494, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1494-29 Sept. 1509 
(PRO. E 159/277 (Brcv. Dir. Hil. 1); G. F. Hill, 
‘Alexander of Bruchsal*, NC (1924), 254-60; 
Reddaway and Walker, pp. 172, 174) 

Bull, John (d 1567), mercer of London 
labourer, Southwark, £6. 135. 4r/. (raised in 
1547 to £10) 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 
assay-master, Tower I, 19 Aug. 1559, £66. 

135. 4r/. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1558-1560 

(CPR, 1558-60, 26-7; PRO. E 101/307/1) 
comptroller. Tower 1, 6 Dec. 1560, £66. 135. Ad. 
p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-1567 
(PRO. SP 65 '6) 


Bush, John, goldsmith of London 
comptroller and surveyor, Canterbury (royal), 
15 Apr. 1545, £40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(LP xx (I) no. 620/41; PRO. E 101/302/25; 
GH. Minute Bk. E, 65) 

Bynham, Nicholas 
labourer, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
melter, Tower 1, £13. 6.v. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1553-25 Dec. 1555 

(PRO. E 101/302/29, AO 1/1670/497) 

Byrche, George 

blancher, Southwark, £13. 65. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Chamberlayne, Sir Thomas (d 1580), merchant 
adventurer of London 
under-treasurer, Bristol, £133. 65. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-24 June 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6; HPT) 

Clarke, Nicholas 
teller. Tower I, £26. 135. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Clune, Richard 

employed 1 Oct. 1526-29 Sept. 1530 possibly 
as melter, an office he certainly filled in 
1536 

potter, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Mar. 1547 

(PRO. E 101/620/52, E 101/302/19 and 27) 

Coddenham, Henry (d 1569) 
auditor, 28 Dec. 1551, £33. 65. 8 d. p.a. and 
£10 p.a. for his clerk (raised in 1554 to £60 
p.a. and £10); grant surrendered in 1560 and 
in future Coddenham was to be one of the 
two auditors of the prests and foreign ac- 
counts, one of the tw'o auditors of first fruits 
and tenths, and auditor of the mint at 
£66. 1 35. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-29 Sept. 1569 
(PRO.E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, AO 1/1670/497; 
CPR, 1550-3, 162; CPR, 1553-4, 83; CPR, 
1558-60, 299, 326; CPR, 1569-72 no. 551) 

Coldwell, Henry, goldsmith of London 
engraver, Dublin 
? Feb. 1548-29 Sept. 1552 
(PRO. E 101/306/3 no. 1; APC, 1552^4, 171; 
PRO. E 351/2077) 

Cole, Humphrey (d 1591), engraver and scientific 
instrument maker 
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sinker of irons. Tower 
c. 1563-c. 1578 

(PRO. SP 65/6; BM. Harlcian MSS. 69S fos. 
55-6, Lansdowne MSS. 26 fo. 52; PRO. 
C 54/865; E. G. R. Taylor, The Mathematical 
Practitioners of Tudor and Stuart England 
(Cambridge, 1954), pp. 171-2) 

Collett, John, coppersmith of London 
caster, Durham House 

(PRO. Rep. Dep. Keeper, IV, App. II, 7, Second 
part of Inventory of Contents of Baga de 
Secretis , Pouch XVI, bundle I, p. 219) 
Colson, Robert 

labourer, Southwark, £9 p.a. to 29 Sept. 1547, 
then £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
blancher, Southwark, £13. 6s. Sd. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1550-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trim 41) 

Copyngcr, John 

warden, Tower, 6 Apr. 1513, 2s. 6d. per day 
12 June 1521-1534 

(LP i no. 1804 (16); PRO. E 101/296/10-13, 
SP 1/67 pp. 110-11) 

Cornelius 

smith, Tower I 
1 Oct. 1526-29 Sept. 1530 
(PRO. E 101/302/19) 

Coton, John 

engraver and master of coinage (with R. Bow- 
ley), Dublin and Waterford, 8 Mar. 1490 
(< CPR , 1485-94, 299) 

Coventry, Dennis, clerk 
surveyor of the meltings, Tower I, £26. 13s. 4 d. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1545 
surveyor of the meltings, Southwark, £26. 
13s. 4 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545-succ. by C. Yorke 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 
Cowpar, George 

chief melter, Bristol, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Cure, William 

Lawrence’s assistant. Tower II, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Dabram, George 

under-melter, Bristol, £10 p.a. to 25 Mar. 1547, 
then £12 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 


Danyell, Thomas, draper of London 
surveyor of the meltings, Tower 1, 7 Feb. 1554, 
£26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

24 June 1553-1557 

(CPR, 1553-4, 87; PRO. AO 1/1670/497; 
CPR, 1555-7, 369; CPR, 1557-8, 192) 

Danyell, William 

blancher, Southwark, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
succ. R. Marshall-29 Sept. 1551 
blancher, Tower I. £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Daubeney, Giles, Lord (d 1508) 
master-worker (with B. Reed), Tower, 2 Nov. 
1485 

2 Nov. 1485-1492 

(CPR, 1485-94, 28; C1PM, Henry VII, iii no. 
529; DNB) 

Daubeney, Oliver 

officer at Dublin mint by Sept. 1549 
(PRO. SP 65/5 fo. 220) 
comptroller, Dublin, 9 Aug. 1550 
29 Sept. 1550-1552 

(BM. Cotton MSS. Otho E, x fo. 1S7; HMC 
Salisbury MSS. i. 106) 
under-treasurer, Dublin 
c. Nov. 1552-? 

(APC, 1552-4, 177) 

Davy, Charles 
melter. Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-24 June 1561 

(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 65/6) 

Dickenson, Edward 
under-melter. Tower II, £12 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1547-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 

Dodington, William (d 1600) 
auditor, 28 Mar. 1570, received £66. 13s. 4 d. 
p.a. as one of the two auditors of the prests 
and foreign accounts, one of the two auditors 
of first fruits and tenths and auditor of the 
mint ; the cost borne by the mint was £20 p.a. 
29 Sept. 1569-25 Mar. 1595 
(CPR, 1569-72 no. 551; PRO. C 54/868, E 
101/296/15, E 101/304/16; HPT.) 

Doubleday, Edward 

teller. Tower, £33. 6s. Sd. p.a., and £10 p.a. for 
his clerk 1601-3 .. . 

(PRO. E 351/2030, E 101/304/20, E 101/307/2) 
Dowrishe, Thomas 

deputy to under-treasurer (Sir W. Sharington), 
Bristol 
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(A Collection of Slate Papers . . ., ed. S. Haynes 
(1740), p. 66) 

Drope, Thomas 

clerk to warden. Tower 
c. 1576-25 Mar. 1591 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fo. 55 v -56 r ; PRO. 
E 101/304/13) 

Dunche, William (d 1597) 
auditor, 24 Nov. 1546, £50 p.a. and £10 p.a. 
for his clerk (raised in 1548 to £133. 6s. 8 cl. 
p.a. and £10 p.a.) 

29 Sept. 1546-29 Sept. 1551 
(LP xxi (2) no. 476/93; PRO. E 101/302/27, 
E 101/303/7, E 351/2078-9, E 159/331 Rec. 
Trin. 41; CPR, 1547-8, 313; CPR, 1550-3, 
54, 162, 298; HPT.) 

Egerton, Thomas (c. 1520-97), mercer of London 
under-treasurer. Tower I, 8 June 1552, £100 
p.a. (raised in 1554 to £133. 6s. 8 cl.) 

25 Mar. 1552-25 Dec. 1555 
(CPR, 1550-3, 322; CPR, 1553-1, 61; PRO. 
AO 1/1670/497; HPT.) 

Eglcnby, Hugh 

comptroller and assay-master, Tower, 8 Mar. 

1542, £26. I3s.4d. p.a. 

Mar. 1542-25 Mar. 1544 
(LP xvii no. 220/25; LP xix (1) no. 812/92; 
PRO. AO 1/1595/3-4; BM. Harleian MSS. 
698 fos. 20-1) 

Eliot, John 

blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-29 Sept. 1549 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078) 

Elies, John 

finer, Bristol, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6) 

Elyot, Christopher, goldsmith of London 
deputy to comptroller/assay-master (Sir H. 

Wyatt), Tower I 
29 Sept. 1500-29 Sept. 1509 
(PRO. E 101/298/33; Reddaway and Walker, 
pp. 164-5) 

Estrete, John 

master-worker of the coinage in Ireland, 
26 Mar. 1487, £20 p.a. 

(CPR, 1485-94, 169) 

Evenet, Giles, goldsmith of London 
engraver, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101 '303/6; LP xxi (1) 
no. 716/7; GIL Minute Bk. G, 55; L, 86, 
115) 


Fanshaw, Thomas 
comptroller, Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6, 89) 
Fardell, James 

blancher, Tower I, £13. 6.9. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1561-29 Sept. 1561 

(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Fareman, Robert, goldsmith of London 
chief melter, Tower II, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185; GH. Minute Bk. F, 199, 
237) 

Farr, Richard (c. 1487 -c. 1576) 
porter, Tower, 28 Aug. 1550, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1549-25 Mar. 1570 

porter (with W. Humfrey), Tower, 28 Nov. 

1570, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1570-1576 

(PRO. Req. 2/67/6; E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
AO 1/1670/497, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41; 
CPR, 1549-51, 314, PRO. C 54/868; CPR, 
1569-72 no. 1810; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 
fos. 55-6) 

Fene, John 

teller, Soutlwark, £26. 135. 4(7. p.a. 

24 June 1545-succ. by T. Smyth 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rcc. Trin. 41) 

Fenrother, Robert (d 1524), goldsmith of London 
master-worker (with W. Rede), Tower, 20 Nov. 
1505 

1 Dec. 1505-1 Sept. 1509 
(CPR, 1494-1509, 453; E 101/296/2, E 101/302/ 
16; A. B. Beaven, The Aldermen of the City 
of London (1908), ii. 23) 

Fisher, Richard 
labourer. Tower 
c. 1576 

(B.M. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 
Fletewood, John 

porter, Tower, 20 June 1537, 3 d. per day 
1 537-? 1544 

(LP xii (2) no. 191/32; PRO. AO 1/1595/1) 

Fletewood, Thomas (1518-70), mercer of London 
teller, Tower I, 13 Apr. 1545, £33. 6.5. 8 d. p.a. 
(LP xx (1) no. 620/25; PRO. E 101/302/27, 
E 351/2078) 

comptroller and assay-master, Soulhw'ark, 
1 Mar. 1548, £100 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1547-29 Sept. 1551 
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(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41 ; CPR, 1 548-9, 
133; CPR, 1550-3, 299, 301) 
under-treasurer. Tower II, £133. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-24 June 1562 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Flynt, Nicholas, goldsmith of London 
comptroller, assay-master and engraver, Tower, 
7 Oct. 1485, £26. 13s. 4r/. p.a. and £20 p.a. 

7 Oct. 1485-1495 

(CPR, 14S5-94, 19; PRO. E 101/298/33; GH. 
Minute Bk. A, 260; Reddaway and Walker, 
p. 154) 

comptroller, assay-master and engraver in 
Ireland, 7 Oct. 1485 
(CPR, 1485-94, 19) 

surveyor and comptroller, Dublin and Water- 
ford, 29 Mar. 1490 
(Ibid., p. 299) 

Foxlowe, William (d 1587) 
potter. Tower, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1547-25 Mar. 1587 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 351/2078, E 101/303/7, AO 1/1670/497, 
C 54/868, E 101/296/14-15, Prob. 11/70, 34; 
BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6, 89; R. 
Ruding, Annals of the Coinage (1840), i. 146) 

Frankeleyn, William (c. 1480-1556) 
comptroller, Durham (ecclesiastical) 

1523 

(Challis, op. cit. NHx (1975), 91-2; DNB) 
Frely, Paul 

labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Fyppes, William — see Phippes 

Gale, George (d 1556), goldsmith of York 
master-worker, York (ecclesiastical) 
c. 1 529-? 1532 

(HPT.; York Civic Records, ed. A. Raine, iii 
(Yorkshire Arch. Soc. Record Series, 106 
(Wakefield, 1942), 142) 

under-treasurer, York (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, 
£66. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-28 Feb. 1554 
(PRO. E 101/296/18, E 351/2080; LP xx (1) no. 
620/42) 

Galmole, Thomas, goldsmith of Dublin 
master-worker, Dublin, 6 July 1506 
(Rotulorwn Patentum et Clausorum Cancel - 
lariae Hiberniae Calendarium, i (1), 273b) 
Garth, Thomas 
master-worker, Dublin 


c. 1491-25 July 1495 
(Challis, BNJx 1 (1971), 101) 

Genison, Thomas 

auditor, Dublin, 10 Feb. 1551, £50 p.a. for 
handling the mint accounts, foreign accounts, 
treasurer of war's accounts, and accounts of 
all the king’s officers in Ireland 
(CPR, 1550-3, 193) 

Gisborne, Henry — see Mattis 

Glenton, Thomas, goldsmith of London 
chief finer, Tower I, 5 Apr. 1546, £13. 6s. 8 cl. 

p.a. (raised in 1545 to £20) 

25 Mar. 1544-c. 1572 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
AO 1/1670/497, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, 
C 54/868; LP xx i (1) no. 716/8; GH. Minute 
Bk. E, 85) 

Godfrey, Thomas 

copied out indentures for the mints 
1544-50 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078) 

Godsalve, Sir John (1504-56), mercer of London 
comptroller, Tower I, 27 June 1548, £100 p.a. 

24 June 1548-25 Mar. 1552 

(PRO. E 351/2078, E 101/303/7, E 159/331 
Rec. Trin. 41; CPR, 1550-3, 298; HPT.) 
Goldsmith, Francis (d 1588) 
surveyor of the meltings. Tower II 
by Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
surveyor of the meltings, Tower I 

25 Mar. 1552-? 1559 

(A PC, 1552-4, 84; CPR, 1558-60, 26; HPT) 

Goldsmith, William 
porter, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6; LP xxi (1) 
no. 716/5) 

Graunger, John 
under-melter, Tower, £8 p.a. 

24 June 1594-25 Mar. 1597 
(PRO. E 101/304/14) 

Gravesend, Thomas, merchant 
assay-master, Tower I, 21 July 1557, £40 p.a. 
and £10 p.a. for his clerk during the life of 
T. Danyell, then £66. 13s. Ad. p.a. and £10 
p.a. for his clerk 

25 Dec. 1556-1558 

(CPR, 1557-8, 12, 192; HPT.) 

Gray, John 

labourer, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 
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Gray, Thomas, goldsmith of York 
master-worker, York (ecclesiastical) 
c. 1486/7 

(R. H. Skaife, ‘Civic Officials and Parlia- 
mentary Representatives of York’. MSS. in 
York Reference Library) 

Grene, John 

labourer, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Greneacres, John ( d 1497) 
porter, Tower, 12 Mar. 1494, 3 d. per day 
1494-7 

(CCR, 1485-1500 no. 703; LP i no. 257/72; 
CPU, 1485-94, 460; CPR, 1494-1509, 106) 

Greye, Dennis, goldsmith of London 
teller. Tower II, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185; GH. Minute Bk. I, 83, 235) 
Griffith, John 

labourer, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Gundieth, Robert 

surveyor of the meltings, Tower II, 5 Apr. 1 546, 
£20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1547 

(PRO. E 101/302/29; LP xxi (1) no. 716/3) 

Harnond, William 
clerk of the mint, Tower, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1 553-? 1575 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/497, C 54/868) 

Harte, John 

blancher, Canterbury (royal), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Harvye, Thomas 

clerk to surveyor, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Haward, John, goldsmith of London 
blancher, Tower 1, £13. 6s. 8 cl. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078; GH. Minute 
Bk. I, 153) 

Hawet, John 

chief melter. Tower II, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Haybarne, Thomas 
blancher, Tower II, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 


24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 

Helyer (Hillyard), John, goldsmith of London 
finer, Southwark, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
potter, Southwark, £6. 13s. 4 cl. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1547-29 Sept. 1551 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rcc. Trin. 41; GH. Minute 
Bk. I, 34) 

Henshawe, Roger 
teller, Tower II, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Higges, William 

porter, York (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, £6. 13s. 4 d. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/296/18; LP xx (1) no. 620/43) 
Hill, Robert 

caster of ingots for the mill money, Tower, 
£13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Hoi borne, William, goldsmith of London 

deputy to master-worker (J. Lonyson), Tower I 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55', 89"; GH. 
Minute Bk. I, 150) 

Hollonden, Stephen 

porter, Canterbury (royal), £6. 13s. 4 cl. p.a. 

24 June 1547-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Holte, Humphrey, goldsmith of London 
blancher, Tower II, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185; GH. Minute Bk. I, 208) 
Hopkins, Richard 

smith, Tower I, 12 Feb. 1554, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1553-? 1560 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/497; CPR, 1553-4, 87) 
Hopkins, William (d 1592), blacksmith of London 
smith, Tower, £10 p.a. 
by Sept. 1560-1592 

(PRO. SP 65/6, C 54/868, E 101/296/15, Prob. 
11/80, 91 ; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6, 
89) 

Horneby, Robert (d 1591) 
clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons), Tower, 
23 Feb. 1569, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
succ. H. Welles — 1583 

clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons, with P. 
Swallow), Tower, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 
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(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41 ; CPR, 1 548-9, 
133; CPR, 1 550-3, 299, 301) 
under-treasurer. Tower II, £133. 6s. 8<7. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-24 June 1562 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Flynt, Nicholas, goldsmith of London 
comptroller, assay-master and engraver, Tower, 
7 Oct. 1485, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. and £20 p.a. 

7 Oct. 1485-1495 

(CPR, 1485-94, 19; PRO. E 101/298/33; GH. 
Minute Bk. A, 260; Reddaway and Walker, 
p. 154) 

comptroller, assay-master and engraver in 
Ireland, 7 Oct. 1485 
(CPR, 1485-94, 19) 

surveyor and comptroller, Dublin and Water- 
ford, 29 Mar. 1490 
(Ibid., p. 299) 

Foxlowe, William (d 1587) 
potter. Tower, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1547-25 Mar. 1587 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 351/2078, E 101/303/7, AO 1/1670/497, 
C 54/868, E 101/296/14-15, Prob. 11/70, 34; 
BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6, 89; R. 
Ruding, Annals of the Coinage (1840), i. 146) 

Frankeleyn, William (c. 1480-1556) 
comptroller, Durham (ecclesiastical) 

1523 

(Challis, op. cit. NHx (1975), 91-2; DNB) 
Frely, Paul 

labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Fyppes, William — see Phippes 

Gale, George (d 1556), goldsmith of York 
master- worker, York (ecclesiastical) 
c. 1529-7 1532 

(HPT. ; York Civic Records, ed. A. Raine, iii 
(Yorkshire Arch. Soc. Record Series, 106 
(Wakefield, 1942), 142) 

under-treasurer, York (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, 
£66. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-28 Feb. 1554 
(PRO. E 101/296/18, E 351/2080; LFxx (1) no. 
620/42) 

Galmole, Thomas, goldsmith of Dublin 
master-worker, Dublin, 6 July 1506 
(Rotuloruin Patentum et Ctausorum Cancel- 
lariae Hiberniae Calendariurn, i (1), 273b) 
Garth, Thomas 
master-worker, Dublin 


c. 1491-25 July 1495 
(Challis, BNJx 1 (1971), 101) 

Genison, Thomas 

auditor, Dublin, 10 Feb. 1551, £50 p.a. for 
handling the mint accounts, foreign accounts, 
treasurer of war’s accounts, and accounts of 
all the king’s officers in Ireland 
(CPR, 1550-3, 193) 

Gisborne, Henry — see Mattis 

Glcnton, Thomas, goldsmith of London 
chief finer, Tower I, 5 Apr. 1546, £13. 6s. 8 d. 

p.a. (raised in 1 545 to £20) 

25 Mar. 1 544 -c. 1572 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
AO 1/1670/497, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, 
C 54/868: LPxxi (1) no. 716/8; GH. Minute 
Bk. E, 85) 

Godfrey, Thomas 

copied out indentures for the mints 
1544-50 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078) 

Godsalve, Sir John (1504-56), mercer of London 
comptroller, Tower I, 27 June 1548, £100 p.a. 

24 June 1548-25 Mar. 1552 

(PRO. E 351/2078, E 101/303/7, E 159/331 
Rec. Trin. 41 ; CPR, 1550-3, 298; HPT.) 
Goldsmith, Francis (d 1588) 
surveyor of the meltings, Tower II 
by Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
surveyor of the meltings. Tower I 

25 Mar. 1 552-7 1559 

(APC, 1552-4, 84; CPR, 1558-60, 26; HPT) 
Goldsmith, William 
porter, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6; LP xxi (1) 
no. 716/5) 

Graunger, John 
under-melter, Tower, £8 p.a. 

24 June 1594-25 Mar. 1597 
(PRO. E 101/304/14) 

Gravesend, Thomas, merchant 
assay-master, Tower I, 21 July 1557, £40 p.a. 
and £10 p.a. for his clerk during the life of 
T. Danyell, then £66. 13s. 4 d. p.a. and £10 
p.a. for his clerk 

25 Dec. 1556-1558 

(CPR, 1557-8, 12, 192; HPT.) 

Gray, John 

labourer, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 
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Gray, Thomas, goldsmith of York 
master-worker, York (ecclesiastical) 
c. 1486/7 

(R. H. Skaife, ‘Civic Officials and Parlia- 
mentary Representatives of York’. MSS. in 
York Reference Library) 

Grene, John 

labourer, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Greneacres, John (cl 1497) 

porter, Tower, 12 Mar. 1494, 3 d. per day 
1494-7 

(CCR, 1485-1500 no. 703; LP i no. 257/72; 
CPR , 1485-94, 460; CPR, 1494-1509, 106) 
Greye, Dennis, goldsmith of London 
teller, Tower II, £26. I3r. 4cl. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185; GH. Minute Bk. I, 83, 235) 
Griffith, John 

labourer. Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Gundieth, Robert 

surveyor of the meltings. Tower II, 5 Apr. 1546, 
£20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29; LP xxi (1) no. 716/3) 
Hamond, William 
clerk of the mint. Tower, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1 553-? 1575 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/497, C 54/868) 

Harte, John 

blanchcr, Canterbury (roval), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Harvye, Thomas 

clerk to surveyor, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Haward, John, goldsmith of London 
blancher. Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078; GH. Minute 
Bk. I, 153) 

Haw'et, John 

chief melter. Tower II. £13. 6.?. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Haybarne, Thomas 

blancher, Tower II, £13. 6.v. 8 cl. p.a. 


24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 

Helyer (Hillyard), John, goldsmith of London 
finer, Southwark, £13. 6s. 8 cl. p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
potter, Southwark, £6. 1 3.v. 4cl. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1547-29 Sept. 1551 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41; GH. Minute 
Bk. T, 34) 

Henshawe, Roger 
teller, Tower II, £26. 1 3.v. 4 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Higges, William 

porter, York (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, £6. 13r. 4 cl. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/296/18; LP xx (1) no. 620/43) 
Hill, Robert 

caster of ingots for the mill money, Tower, 
£13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Holborne, William, goldsmith of London 
deputy to master- worker (J. Lonyson), Tower I 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55\ 89 v ; GH. 
Minute Bk. I, 150) 

Hollonden, Stephen 

porter, Canterbury (royal), £6. 13.v. 4 d. p.a. 

24 June 1547-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Holte, Humphrey, goldsmith of London 
blancher, Tower II, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185; GH. Minute Bk. I, 208) 
Hopkins, Richard 

smith. Tower I, 12 Feb. 1554, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1553-? 1560 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/497; CPR, 1553-4, 87) 

Hopkins, William (r/ 1 592), blacksmith of London 
smith. Tower, £10 p.a. 
bv Sept. 1560-1592 

(PRO. SP 65 6, C 54/868, E 101/296/15, Prob. 
1 1/80, 91 ; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6, 
89) 

Horneby, Robert (cl 1591) 
clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons). Tower, 
23 Feb. 1569, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
succ. H. Welles — 1583 

clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons, with P. 
Swallow), Tower, £26. 13$. 4 cl. p.a. 
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30 Jan. 1583-25 Mar. 1591 
surveyor of the meltings (with P. Swallow'), 
Tower, £26. 13 jt. A d. p.a. 

22 Aug. 1582-25 Mar. 1591 
(PRO. C 54/868 and 1157, E 101/296/14-15, 
E 101/304/13, Prob. 11/77, 27; CPR, 1566-9 
no. 2388) 

Hudson, Richard 
labourer. Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Hudson, William 
labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6) 

Humfrey, William (d 1579), goldsmith of London 
assay-master. Tower 1, 6 Dec. 1560, £66. 1 2s. Ad. 
p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Mar. 1572 
(J. W. Gouah, The Rise of the Entrepreneur 
(1969), 119; PRO. E 101/307/1, C 54/868) 
assay-master (with Wm. Williams), Tower, 
6 Mav 1572, £66. 13.r. Ad. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1572-July 1579 
(CPR, 1569-72 no. 2721 ; BM. I-Iarleian MSS. 
698 fos. 55, 89) 

porter (with R. Farr), Tower, 28 Nov. 1570, 
£10 p.a. 

1570-? 1579 

(CPR, 1569-72 no. 1810) 

Jenet, Ralph 

porter. Tower, 18 Mar. 1497, 2d. per day 
1497-1509 

porter (with J. Pate), Tower, 21 Nov. 1509, 2d. 

per day 
1509-17 

(CPR, 1494-1509, 106; LP i no. 257/72) 

Johns, Quintin 

teller. Tower I, £26. 13.r. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Johnson, Lawrence 

? deputy to under-treasurer (T. Stanley), 
Tower 1 

(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 14 no. 6; PRO. E 101/ 
620/60) 

Johnson, Thomas ( d c. 1576) 
purveyor, Tower I, £13. 65. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Dec. 1555 

surveyor of the meltings, Tower I, 19 Aug. 

1559, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

1559-c. 1576 


(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 351/2078, E 101/303/7, AO 1/1670/497, 
C 54/868; CPR, 1558-60, 26; BM. Harlcian 
MSS. 698 fos. 55-6) 

Johnson, Thomas 

comptroller, Canterbury (ecclesiastical) 
c. 1537 

(GH. Minute Bk. F, 88) 

Jones, Robert 
labourer. Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Jourdan, Edward (d 1514), goldsmith of London 
deputy master-worker. Tower I 

(1) to R. Fenrolher and W. Rede, ? 1505-9 

(2) with R. Amadas, to W. Blount, by 1510-13 
(CPR, 1494-1509, 557, 607; LP ii p. 1481; 

PRO. Prob. 11/17, 29; GH. Minute Bk. C, 
30) 

Joy, John 

porter. Tower, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1593-25 Mar. 1603 
(PRO. E 101/304/13, E 101/296/16, E 101/304/ 
20, E 351/2030) 

King, Alexander (d 1618) 
auditor, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1596-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/296/15-16, E 351/2030, E 101/ 
304/20, E 101/307/2; HPT.) 

Knight, George 

clerk of the mint, Bristol, £10 p.a. 
clerk of the irons, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6) 

Knight, Thomas (d 1548) 
under-treasurer, Tower II, 12 Apr. 1545, 
£133. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-Feb. 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/29, E 150/994/3; LP xx (1) 
no. 620/18) 

Knight, William (d ? 1556), mercer of London 
assay-master. Tower 1, 7 Apr. 1 545, £66. 1 3s. Ad. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1545 
assay-master, Southwark, £66. 13r. Ad. p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
assay-master, Tower I, £66 . 13j. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 

assay-master. Tower I, 10 Feb. 1554, 

£66. 1 2s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1 553—? 1556 
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{LP xx (I) no. 620/15; PRO. E 101/302/27, 
E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41; CPR, 1550-3, 269, 
301; CPR, 1555-7, 82-3; PRO. AO 1/1670/ 
497) 

Knolles, Robert (</ 1619) 
porter, Tower, £10 p.a. 

1577-82 

(HPT.; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fo. 89*; PRO. 
E 101/296/14) 

Knyvet, Thomas, Lord Knyvet of Escrick (d 1622) 
warden, Tower, 28 Sept. 1599, £100 p.a. 

1 Oct. 1599-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 351/2030) 

Knyvett, Thomas 
purveyor. Tower, £20 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1600-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 351/2030, E 101/304/20) 

Langley, William 

chief blancher, Tower If, £13. 6.v. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Lathebury, Stephen 

surveyor of the meltings, Bristol, £26. 1 3.r. 4t/. 
p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Lawe, William 

labourer, Tower I, 19 Apr. 1572, £10 p.a. 
c. 1572 

(PRO. C 54/868) 

Lawrence, John 

sinker of irons, Tower I, £10 p.a. (raised in 
1553 to £20) 

25 Mar. 1545-c. 1562 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
AO 1/1670/497, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, 
SP 65/6) 

Lee, Richard (d ? 1567), goldsmith of London 
assay-master, York (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, £40 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-1551 
assay-master. Tower It, £40 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-24 June 1562 
(PRO. E 101/296/18, E 351/2185, C 54/472 
m. 6; LP xx (1) no. 620/37; T. F. Rcddaway, 
‘Elizabethan London — Goldsmith’s Row in 
Cheapside, 1558 -1645’, Guildhall Miscellany, 
ii (1960-8), 192) 

Levens, Anthony 
engraver, Tower I 

some time between Oct. 1547 and Sept. 1550 
(PRO. AO 1/1670/495) 


Levens, Christopher 

deputy to under-treasurer (Sir N. Throck- 
morton), Tower II 
(PRO. E 351/2079) 

London, Henry 
labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

London, William 
labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Lonyson, John (d 1582), goldsmith of London 
master-worker, Tower, 18 Apr. 1572 
Apr. 1572-May 1582 

{CPR, 1569-72 no. 3334; PRO. C 66/1212; 
BM. Harleian MSS. 698 To. 109; PRO. Prob. 
11/64, 45) 

Lowe (Lawe), Thomas 
labourer, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-c. 1570 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, AO 1/1670/497, 
SP 65/6; BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218) 

Maire, John 

assay-master, Durham House 
2 Dec. 1 548-? Oct. 1549 
{CPR, 1543 9, 303-4) 

Mannyng, Henry 

clerk to the under-treasurer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-24 June 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Mardeley, John 

clerk of the mint, Southwark, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545 29 Sept. 1551 
clerk of the mint. Tower 1, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41; DNB) 

Marshall, Richard 

blancher, Southwark, £13. 6.?. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545 — succ. by W. Danyell 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Marshall, Thomas, goldsmith of London 
assay-master, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, £40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6, C 54/443; 
LP xxi (I) no. 716/6) 

Marshall, William 
blancher, York (royal), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/296/18) 
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Martin, Nathanial (son of Sir Richard) 
clerk, Tower 

29 Sept. 1589-25 Mar. 1594 
(PRO. E 101/304/13) 

Martin, Sir Richard (1534-1617), goldsmith of 
London 

warden, Tower, 18 Apr. 1572, 2s. 6 d. per day 
Apr. 1572-29 Sept. 1599 
(CPR, 1 569-72 no. 3335; PRO. E 101/296/ 
15-16) 

master-worker. Tower, 21 Aug. 1582 
Aug. 1582-29 Sept. 1598 
master-worker (with his son, Richard), Tower, 
28 Sept. 1598 
29 Sept. 1598-1603 . . . 

(BM. Harlcian MSS. 698 fo. 10; PRO. E 101/ 
304/20) 

Martin, Richard (d 1616), goldsmith of London 
deputy to master-worker (Sir R. Martin), 
Tower I 
1588-98 

master-worker (with his father, Sir Richard), 
Tower, 28 Sept. 1598 
29 Sept. 1598-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/304/20, Prob. 11/127, 61) 

Mathewe, Christopher 
labourer, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Mattis, (alias Gisborne), Henry 
smith. Tower, 4 June 1596, £10 p.a. 

June 1596-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/296/15-16, E 101/304/20, E 101/ 
307/2, E 351/2030) 

May, Edward 

melter. Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 il. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1553-c. 1570 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/497, SP 65/6; BM. Lans- 
downe MSS. 4 fo. 218) 

Meeres, Robert 
book-keeper. Tower 
25 Mar. 1594-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/304/14, 20, E 101/307/2) 

Mcrcfeld, John 

porter, Canterbury (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, 
£6. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1547 

(PRO. E 101/302/25; LP xx (1) no. 620/40) 

Mewtas, Peter 

comptroller and assay-master, Tower, 24 Sept. 

1537, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1537-Mar. 1542 


(LP xii (2) no. 796/15; PRO. AO 1/1595/1-2; 
LP xvii no. 220/25) 

Milward, Richard 
book-keeper, Tower 
25 Mar. 1591-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/304/13, 14, 20, E 101/307/2) 

Monger, John 
melter. Tower T, £12 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1545 
under-melter, Southwark, £12 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

More, Christopher 
clerk, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1548 
(PRO. E 351/2078, E 101/302/27) 

Morfyn, William (d 1547), goldfiner of London 
finer, York (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/296/18; LP xx (1) no. 620/44; 
GH. Minute Bk. D, 227, 337, E, 5, 38, 41) 
Motte, John 

clerk to master-worker (J. Lonyson), Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; PRO. 
E 101/620/60) 

Mounteforde, Henry, goldsmith of London 
labourer, York (royal), £6. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-1551 
blancher, Tower IT, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 101/296/18, E 351/2185; BM. Cotton 
MSS. Jul. B. ix fo. 3 r ; GH. Minute Bk. E, 6) 

Mundye, Nicholas 

clerk of the mint, Canterbury (royal), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 

teller, Canterbury (royal), £16. 13s. 4(7. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1549-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Munnes, Thomas 
under-melter, Tow'er II, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
melter. Tower I 
1561-c. 1576 

(PRO. E 351/2185, SP 65/6; BM. Harleian 
MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Munnes, William 
blancher. Tower II, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Myldmaye, Edward LI 1549) 
teller, Tower II, I Mar. 1548, £33. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
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25 Dec. 1547-25 Mar. 1549 (GH. Minute Bk. B, 58, 107, 111; Reddaway 

(CPR, 1548-9 , 132, 402) and Walker, pp. 151-4) 

Mynne, Nicholas (d 1546) Parker, John 


auditor, 29 Jan. 1543, £26. 13s. 4d. p.a. and 
£6. 13s. 4 d. p.a. for his clerk (raised in 1545 
to £50 and £10 p.a.) 

29 Jan. 1543-29 Sept. 1546 
(LP xviii (1) no.l 00/36; xix (1) no. 610/81; 
PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Nangle, Richard 

comptroller, Dublin, £6. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

1495 

(A. E. Conway, Henry Vll's relations with Scot- 
land and Ireland 1485-1498 (Cambridge, 
1932), p. 173) 

Newman, John 
labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Newton, Simon 

finer, York (royal), 26 July 1548, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1547-25 Mar. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/296/18; CPR, 1547-8, 274) 

Nicholls, Thomas 
porter, Tower, £10 p.a. 
succ. R. K-nolles 1582-29 Sept. 1593 
(PRO. E 101/296/14-15, E 101/304/13) 

Norris, Henry (exec. 1536) 
engraver, Tower, 20 Feb. 1519 
Feb. 1519-May 1536 
(LP iii no. 86; DNB) 

Owtred, Sir Robert 

teller, Tower 1, 26 Sepl. 1550, £33. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
29 Sept. 1550-25 Mar. 1552 
(CPR, 1549-51, 218; 1550-3, 285. PRO. E 159/ 
331 Rec. Trim 41) 

Paget, James 

teller, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 

(PRO. E 101/302/30; LP xxi (l) no. 716/1) 

Palmer, Andrew (d 1599), goldsmith of London 
deputy to comptroller (T. Fanshaw), Tower 
c. 1576 

comptroller and assay-master. Tower, 21 Aug. 

1582, £66. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

24 June 1582-30 Aug. 1599 
(PRO. E 101/296/15-16; BM. Harlcian MSS. 
698 fos. 55-6; PRO. E 101/298/36; HPT.) 

Pantcr, Davy, goldsmith of London 
deputy to comptroller /assay-master (N. Flynt), 
Tower I, £6. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 
by 1495 


labourer, Tower 1, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 101/303/7, E 351/2078) 

Pate, John 

porter (with R. Jenet), Tower, 21 Nov. 1509, 
3d. per day 
1509-17 

porter, Tower, 16 July 1517, 3d. per day 
1517—? 1532 

(LP i no. 257/72; LP ii no. 3482) 

Pekham, Sir Edmund (d 1564) 
high treasurer of all the mints, 28 May 1544, 
£200 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-29 Mar. 1564 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, AO 1/1670/497, 
E 150/54/3; LP xix (1) no. 610/102; DNB) 

Petted, Roger 
meher, Tower I, £12 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Mar. 1545 
(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Petytt, John 

chief blancher, Bristol, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1547-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Petytt, Thomas 

chief blancher, Bristol, £13. 6s. 8r/. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Phippes, William (d 1548) 
porter. Tower I, 12 Apr. 1545, £5 p.a. (raised 
to £10 p.a. in 1545) 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078; LP xx (1) no. 
620/22) 

Pickmere, John 

blancher. Tower II, £12 p.a., 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Pirry, Martin (d 1552) 

comptroller and surveyor, Dublin, 5s. per day 
10 Feb. 1548-1549 
under-treasurer, Dublin 
29 Sept. 1550-c. Nov. 1552 
(BM. Cotton MSS. Otlio E. x fo. 187; PRO. 
E 101/306/3 no. I; CSP Carcw, 1515-74, 
271 ; A PC, 1552-4, 177) 


M3:l ?« 
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Pitt, Robert ( d 1551), goldsmith of London 
under-engraver. Tower I, £10 p.a. (raised to 
£20 in 1546 and to £26. 13.?. Ad. p.a. in 1547) 
25 Mar. 1545-29 Sept. 1549 
chief engraver, Tower, 17 Mar. 1550, £30 p.a. 
29 Sept. 1549-1551 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 351/2078, E 101/303/7; 
CPR, 1549-51 , 314; GH. Minute Bk. I, 106) 

Ponderson, Henry 
chief raelter, York (royal), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/296/18) 

Pope, Sir Thomas (1506/7-1559) 
warden, Tower. 13 Nov. 1534, 2s. 6 d. per day 
1534-23 Dec. 1536 

(PRO. AO 1/1595/1 ; LP vii no. 1498/12; HPT.) 
Porth, John 

clerk of the mint, Tower, 17 Mar. 1517, 9 d. 
per day 

1517-29 Sept. 1526 

{LP ii no. 3024; LP iv no. 2927 (1)) 

Pralle, John 

engraver, Southwark 

some time between 1545 and 1547 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Prince, Thomas 
labourer, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1546 
(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Pygott, Thomas, goldsmith of London, merchant 
of the Staple 

master-worker, York and Canterbury (eccle- 
siastical) 
c. 1507-1509 

{CPR, 1494-1509, 561 ; LP i no. 438 (4) m. 22) 
Rawlens, John 

blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1553-c. 1570 

(PRO. AO 1/1670/497, SP 65/6; BM. Lans- 
downe MSS. 4 fo. 218) 

Rawson, George 

labourer, Southwark, £9 p.a. to 29 Sept. 1547, 
then £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Record, Robert (1510-58) 
comptroller, Bristol, £133. 6r. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Dec. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 
comptroller, Durham House 
2 Dec. 1 548-7 1549 

{CPR, 1548-9, 303-4; PRO. E 351/2077) 


surveyor, Dublin, 27 May 1551 
May 1 551—7 1552 

{CPR, 1550-3, 144; E. G. R. Taylor, The 
Mathematical Practitioners of Tudor and 
Stuart England (Cambridge, 1954), p. 167) 

Rede, William, goldsmith of London 
master-worker (with R. Fenrother), Tower, 
20 Nov. 1505 
Nov. 1505-Aug. 1509 

{CPR, 1494-1509, 453; LP i no. 185; PRO. E 
101/296/2) 

Redferne, William 

chief melter, Bristol, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Reed, Sir Bartholomew {d 1505), goldsmith of 
London 

master-worker (with Sir Giles Daubeney), 
Tower, 2 Nov. 1485 
Nov. 1485-Nov. 1492 

master-worker (with Sir John Shaw), Tower, 
20 Nov. 1492 
Nov. 1492-26 Dec. 1503 
master-worker (alone) 

Dec. 1503-26 Oct. 1505 
{CPR, 1485-94, 28; PRO. E 159/269 Rec. Trin. 
1 ; CIPM, Henry VII, ii no. 679, iii no. 200; 
Reddaway and Walker, pp. 177 flf.) 

Richardson, John {d 1 562), son of Roger 
deputy to master-worker (R. Richardson), 
Durham (ecclesiastical) 
master-worker, Durham (ecclesiastical) 
1528-June 1529 
reappointed 4 July 1530 
4 July 1530-29 Sept. 1541 
(Challis, op. cit. NHx. (1975), 90-1) 

Richardson, Roger {d 1528), merchant 

master-worker, Durham (ecclesiastical), 20 
Sept. 1510 
Nov. 1510-1528 

(PRO. Durham 3/71 m. 2d; LP iv no. 4201; 
Challis, op. cit. NH x (1975), 89) 

Richardson, William, merchant 

master-worker, Durham (ecclesiastical) 

25 Mar. 1487-29 Sept. 1489 

reappointed, 20 Jan. 1495 

(Challis, op. cit. NH x (1975), 89, 95 n. 17) 

Robinson, John, goldsmith of London 
teller, Tower I, £26. 13.?. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6; GH. Minute Bk. I, 267) 
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Robinson, Ralph 
clerk, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1548-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, E 159/331 
Rec. Trin. 41) 

Robinson, Roger, goldsmith of London 
blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. Sd. p.a. 

24 June 1548-29 Sept. 1551 
29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 

(PRO. E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, E 159/331 Rec. 
Trin. 41, SP 65/6; BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 
fo. 218; GH. Minute Bk. I, 236) 

Robson, John 

labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Robynson, Hugh 

clerk of the mint, Tower II, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/29) 

Rogers, John (d 1553) 

clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons). Tower, 
1 Feb. 1527, 9 d. per day 
29 Sept. 1526-1553 

(PRO. E 351/2078, E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, 
E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, AO 1/1670/497, 
AO 1/1595/1-3; LP iv (2) no. 2927/1; CPR, 
1553-4, 84; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 
20 - 1 ) 

Rogers, Richard (d 1578), goldsmith of London 
assay-master, Tower I 
c. 1565-1567 

(Reddaway, op. cit. Guildhall Miscellany, ii 
(1960-8), 183 IT.; PRO. SP 12/42 nos. 50-2) 

Rogers, Richard (the younger; nephew of R. 
Rogers), goldsmith of London 
comptroller, Tower, £66. 13s. Ad. and 

£13. 6s. 8 d. for his clerk p.a. 

18 Sept. 1599-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/296/16, E 101/304/20, E 101/ 
307/2; GH. Minute Bk. L, 432-3) 

Rose, Vincent 

clerk of the mint, York (royal), £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/296/18) 

Rowlett, Ralph (cl 1543), merchant of the Staple 
deputy master-worker to W. Blount (with 
R. Amadas), Tower, 10 Nov. 1514 

25 Dec. 1514-1532 

deputy master-worker to W. Blount (with 
Martin Bowes), Tower 
1532-Mar. 1533 
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master-worker (with Martin Bowes), Tower, 
5 Apr. 1533 
Apr. 1533-1543 

(PRO. E 101/306/2; LP vi no. 417/7; LP 
xviii (1) no. 802/15; PRO. Prob. 11/29, 17) 

Rudde (Rydge), Robert 
labourer, Southwark, £9 p.a. to 29 Sept. 1 547, 
then £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
labourer, Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
labourer, Tower, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-c. 1564 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, SP 65/6; BM. 
Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218) 

Runham, Richard 

clerk to the warden, Tower, £20 p.a. 

1601-3 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/307/2, E 101/304/20) 

Rutlinger, John (d 1609) 
under-engraver, Tower, £20 p.a. and then £40 
not later than 25 Dec. 1600 

25 Dec. 1596-1609 

(PRO. E 101/296/16, E 101/304/20, E 351/2030, 
E 101/307/2) 

Sampson, William (d 1551), goldsmith of London 
chief meiter, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1545 

chief meiter, Tower II, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/27 and 29; GH. Minute Bk. 
G, 81) 

Sendall, James 

blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1561-29 Sept. 1561 

(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Senhous, Anthony 
blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1545 
blancher. Tower 11, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Dec. 1547 
blancher. Tower I. £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1553-c. 1560 

(PRO. E 101/302/27 and 29, AO 1/1670 497, 
SP 65/6) 

Senhouse. Robert 

under-mcllcr. Tower I, £12 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, E 101/302/27, 
E 351/2078, E 101/303/7) 
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Sharington, Sir William (d 1553) 
under-treasurer, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, 
£133. 6s. 8d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Dec. 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/30; LP xxi (1) no. 716/2; 
PRO. C 142/101/121) 

Sharp, Sir John (d 1519) 
engraver, Tower, 12 Feb. 1510, £20 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1509-1519 
(LP i no. 876/4; iii no. 86) 

Shaw (Shaa), Sir John (d 1504), goldsmith of 
London 

master-worker (with B. Reed), Tower, 20 Nov. 
1492 

Nov. 1492-1504 

(PRO. E 159/269 Rec. Trin. 1 ; CIPM, Henry 
VII, ii no. 679; Reddaway and Walker, 
pp. 307-8) 

Smith, John 

receiver of testoons, Bristol, £16 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Smith, Patrick 

blancher. Tower 1, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Smith, Thomas 

surveyor of the meltings, Bristol, £26. 13s. Ad. 
p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-29 Sept. 1549 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Smyth, Thomas 

teller, Southwark, 23 June 1548, £26. 13s. Ad. 

p.a. (raised in 1547 to £33. 6s. 8d. p.a.) 
succ. J. Fene — 25 Mar. 1549 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Smyth, William 

undcr-melter, Tower II, £12 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Mar. 1562 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Southorn, David 

rasterer, 1 Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Stafford, William (d 1521) 
warden. Tower, 25 Sept. 1485, 2s. 6 d. per day 
Sept. 1485-12 June 1521 

1 Employed in the mint apparently for the break- 
ing down of plate. Cf. the reference in an account for 
the Jewel House to officers employed ‘for mcltingc, 


(PRO. E 101/295/7, 9-20, E 101/296/1-4, 7-10) 
Standishe, Roger 

teller. Tower II, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Stanley, Christopher, goldsmith of London 
surveyor of the meltings, Tower II, £26. 13s. Ad. 
p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185; GH. Minute Bk. K, 289) 
Stanley, Thomas (1512/13-1571), goldsmith of 
London 

assay-master, Tower I, 12 Apr. 1545, 
£66. 13s. 4r/. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41; 
LP xx (1) no. 620/13) comptroller. Tower I, 
27 June 1552, £100 p.a. and £10 p.a. for his 
clerk 

25 Mar. 1552-29 Sept. 1561 
(PRO. AO 1/1670/497; CPR, 1550-3, 320) 
under-treasurer. Tower 1, 14 July 1561, £100 
p.a. and £10 p.a. for his clerk 
29 Sept. 1561-15 Dec. 1571 
(CPR, 1560-3, 17; PRO. SP 65/6) 

Stanley, Thomas 
melter, Tower 1, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-c. 1576 

(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218, Harleian 
MSS. 698 fos. 55-6; PRO. SP 65/6) 

Staples, Thomas 
under-melter. Tower 
29 Sept. 1589-30 Nov. 1594 
(PRO. E 101/304/13 and 14) 

Staranton, Thomas 

labourer, Southwark, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1550-29 Sept. 1551 
blancher. Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 <7. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Strayll, George, goldsmith of Durham 
master-worker, Durham (ecclesiastical), 20 
Sept. 1489 

29 Sept. 1489-29 Sept. 1492 
(Challis, op. cit. Nil x (1975), 89) 

Strongfellow, Richard 

teller, Tower I, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

partinge, rastringe and lyninge' of gilt plate (PRO. 
E 351/1951). 
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Stubbes, Nicholas 
teller, Tower II, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Swallow, Paul 

clerk to the warden. Tower, £20 p.a. 
c. 1576-29 Sept. 1599 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6; PRO. 
E 101/296/15-16) clerk of the mint (clerk 
of the irons, with R. Horneby), Tower, 
£13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

30 Jan. 1583-25 Mar. 1591 
(PRO. E 101/304/13, C 54/1157) 

clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons). Tower, 
£13. 6s. 8c/. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1591-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/296/14-16, E 351/2030) 
surveyor of the meltings (with R. Horneby), 
Tower, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

24 June 1582-25 Mar. 1591 

(PRO. E 101/304/13, E 101/296/14-15) 
surveyor of the meltings, Tower, £26. 13s. Ad. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1591-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 101/296/14-16, E 101/304/13, E 
351/2030) 

Symonds, Thomas 
melter. Tower I, £12 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1545 
(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Taylor, Henry 

blancher, Tower 1, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1549-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, E 159/331 Rec. 
Trin. 41) 

Tebbs, John 

rasterer. Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1546 
(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Temple, John 

porter, Southwark, £10 p.a. 
succ. R. Barnaby-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Thickepenny, Robert 
clerk to the warden, Tower 
25 Mar. 1594-25 Mar. 1597 
(PRO. E 101/304/14) 

Thompson, Owen (d 1540), goldsmith of London 
master-worker, Canterbury (ecclesiastical) 

1 526—? 1534 

(LP iv nos. 2636, 2686; GH. Minute Bk. E, 
46; F, 192) 


Throckmorton, Sir Nicholas (1515-71) 
under-treasurer. Tower II, 1 Jan. 1550, 
£133. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1549-24 June 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41 : AFC , 1552^4, 
84; CPR, 1549-51, 137; HPT.) 

Tisbury, George 
labourer. Tower I, £10 p.a., 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Mar. 1545 
(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Tomewe, Richard 

teller. Tower I, £26. 13s. 4c/. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Towers, Henry 

purveyor. Tower, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

1559-70 

(PRO. SP 65/6; BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 
fo. 218) 

Towerson, Michael, goldsmith of London 
purveyor, Tower II (with H. Towers), 
£13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Mar. 1562 
(PRO. E 351/2185, E 101/303/24; GH. Minute 
Bk. I, 267) 

Tralle, Robert 

blancher, Bristol, £13. 6s. 8c/. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Tryttell, Rowland 

chief blancher, Bristol, £13. 6s. 8c/. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Turpin, Thomas 
finer. Tower II, £7. 7s. 

1 Apr. 1561-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 101/303/24) 

TylIsworth,William(c/ 1557), goldsmith of London 
master-worker, Canterbury (ecclesiastical) 

Apr. 1534-Nov. 1537 

( LP vi no. 262/2; GH. Minute Bk. E, 46; F, 88) 
under-treasurer, Canterbury (royal), 15 Apr. 

1545, £66. 13s. 4c/. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25; LP xx (1) no. 620/36; 
The Diary of Henry Machyn . ., ed. J. G. 
Nichols [Camden Soc. 42 (1848), p. 138]) 

Tyson, George, 

labourer. Tower I, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-? 1575 
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sinker of irons, Tower, £20 p.a. 
c. 1576-1603 . . . 

(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218, Harleian 
MSS. 698 fos. 55-6, Lansdowne MSS. 47 
no. 59; PRO. SP 65/6, E 101/296/15-16, 
E 101/307/2, E 101/304/20, E 351/2030) 

Ugden, Richard (</ 1545) 
mclter, Tower 
bv 1527 

(PRO. E 101/302/19) 

deputy to comptroller (P. Mewtas), Tower 
by 1537 

(GH. Minute Bk. F, 88) 
comptroller and surveyor, York (royal), 
15 Apr. 1545, £40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1545 

(PRO. E 101/296/18; LP xx (1) no. 620/39) 

Vaughan, Richard 

labourer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Vaughan, Stephen (d 1549), merchant adventurer 
of London 

under-treasurer, Tower II, 11 July 1544, 
£133. 65. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-25 Dec. 1549 
(PRO. E 101/302/27 and 29; LP xix (1) no. 
1035/91 ; DNB) 

Vaundrie, Roger, goldsmith of London 
chief melter, Canterbury (royal), £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25; GH. Minute Bk. K, 52) 
Vincent, David 

porter. Tower, 28 June 1535, 3d. per day 
June 1535-June 1537 

(LPxii (2) no. 191/32; PRO. AO 1/1595/1) 
Wade, Simon 

porter, Southwark, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1545-succ. by R. Barnaby 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trill. 41) 

Walker, John 

teller, Bristol. £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Waller, Ralph 

teller, Tower II, £26. 135. 4(7. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Warren, Lawrence, goldsmith of London 
assay-master, Canterbury (royal), 15 Apr. 1545, 
£40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-25 Mar. 1550 


(PRO. E 101/302/25; LP xx (1) no. 620/38; 
GH. Minute Bk. D, 264) 

Warren, Thomas {d 1550), goldsmith of London 
surveyor of meltings, Canterbury (royal), 
£20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1549-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25, Prob. 11/33, 24; GH. 
Minute Bk. E, 78, 83) 

Watkins, John 

purveyor, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Wednester, Charles 
auditor, £20 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1595-25 Mar. 1596 
(PRO. E 101/296/15) 

Welles, Humphrey (d 1569) 
clerk of the mint (clerk of the irons), Tower, 
24 Mar. 1557, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

1557-69 

(CPR, 1555-7, 468; 1566-9 no. 2388; BM. 
Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218) 

Wentford, William 

labourer, Canterbury (royal), £6. 13s. Ad. p.a. 
25 June 1546-25 Dec. 1548 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Wentworthe, William 
under-melter, Canterbury (royal), £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/302/25) 

Westwicke, Thomas 

teller. Tower II, £26. 13s. 4c/. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

VVever, William 
teller, Bristol 
c. 1548/9 

(BM. M 485/1 pp. 56-7) 

Whalley, John (d 1537) 

comptroller and assay-master. Tower, 4 Sept. 

1536, £26. 13s. Ad. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1536-25 Mar. 1537 
(PRO. AO 1/1595/1; LP xi no. 519/3; xii (2) 
no. 647) 

White, Richard 

master-worker, Dublin 
25 July 1 495 — 4 Mar. 1497 
(Challis, BNJx\ (1971), 101) 

White, Thomas 

purveyor, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 
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Wiberd, Thomas 

clerk to the under-treasurer, Bristol, £10 p.a. 
25 Dec. 1548-24 June 1550 
clerk, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
(PRO. E 101/303/6) 

Wightman, William (d 1580) 
teller. Tower II, 31 Jan. 1551, £33. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 
25 Dec. 1550-? 25 Mar. 1552 
teller, Tower I 
? 25 Mar. 1552-1580 

(CPR, 1550-3, 108; PRO. AO 1/1670/497, 
C. 54/868; HPT.; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 
fos. 55-6, 89) 

Wigmore, Richard, mercer of London 
surveyor, Tower 1, 12 Apr. 1545, £53 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-24 June 1545 
surveyor, Southwark, £53 p.a. 

24 June 1545-25 Mar. 1552 

(PRO. E 101/302/27; LP xx (1) no. 620/14; 
PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41 ; CPR, 1550-3, 
282) 

Wigmore, Roger 

comptroller and surveyor, Bristol, 5 Apr. 1546, 
£40 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1546-25 Mar. 1550 

(PRO. E 101/302/30, E 101/303/6; LP xxi (1) 
no. 716/4) 

Wild, Thomas 

clerk of the mint, Tower, 30 July 1510, 9 d. 
per day 

29 Sept. 1509-1517 

(LP i no. 546/74; ii no. 3024) 

Williams, Anthony 

teller, Southwark, 23 June 1548, £33. 6s. 8 cl. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1549-29 Sept. 1551 
teller, Tower I, £33. 6s. 8 cl. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin 41) 

Williams, Francis 

deputy assay-master, Tower, £40 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1589-1603 . . . 

(PRO. E 351/2030, E 101/304/13, 14, 20, E 
101/307/2) 

Williams, Walter (son of William) 
assay-master (with father), Tower, 7/8 Feb. 

1583, £66. 13s. 4<7. p.a. 

1583-25 Dec. 1586 
assay-master (alone), Tower 
25 Dec. 1586-1603 . . . 
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(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fo. 12; PRO. E 
101/296/14-16, E 351/2030) 

Williams, William 

assay-master, Dublin, 3s. 4 d. per day 
10 Feb. 1548-1552 

(CSP Carew, 1515-74, 271; PRO. E 101/306/3 
no. 1) 

deputy assay-master (to W. Humfrey), Tower 
by 1567-72 

assay-master (with W. Humfrey), Tower, 6 May 
1572, £66. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1572-1579 
assay-master (alone), Tower 
1579-Feb. 1583 

assay-master (with his son), Tower, 7/8 Feb. 

1583, £66. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

Feb. 1583-25 Dec. 1586 
(PRO. E 101/304/15, SP 12/42 no. 63; CPR, 
1569-72 no. 2721; PRO. C 54/868, E 101/ 
296/14; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fo. 12) 

Wilson, Edward 

teller, Tower 1, £26. 1 3s. 4d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 To. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Wilson, Robert 

teller, Tower I, £26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-29 Sept. 1561 
(BM. Lansdowne MSS. 4 fo. 218; PRO. SP 
65/6) 

Withers, Fabian 

surveyor of the meltings. Tower I, £26. 13s. 4 d. 
p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/27) 

Wood, George, goldsmith of London 
blancher, Tower I, £13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-c. 1564 

(PRO. E 101/302/27, E 101/303/7, E 351/2078, 
E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41, SP 65/6; GH. 
Minute Bk. F, 199) 

Wooddes, Richard 
clerk, Tower II, £12. 10s. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1560-25 Dec. 1561 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

Wright, William (cl 1543), merchant of York 
master-worker, York (ecclesiastical) 

June 1523-? 1529 
(HPT.) 

Wriothesley, Sir Thomas (1505-50) 
engraver. Tower, 29 May 1536, £20 p.a. 



72 


MINT OFFICIALS AND MONEYERS OF THE TUDOR PERIOD 


29 Sept. 1536-31 Mar. 1544 
( LP x no. 870; PRO. AO 1/1595/1-3; BM. 
Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 20-1 ; HPT.) 

Wyatt, Sir Henry (d 1537) 
clerk of the mint and porter. Tower, 10 May 
1488 

1488-1510 (clerk), 1488-94 (porter) 
comptroller and assay-master, Tower, 26 Apr. 

1495, £26. 13j. 4 d. p.a. 

1495-29 Sept. 1536 

( CPR , 1485-94 , 219; 1494-1509, 16; PRO. E 
101/298/34-5; DNB) 

Wylkenson, William 
labourer, Southwark, £9 p.a. 

24 June 1545-29 Sept. 1547) 

(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Wylkynson, Thomas 
labourer, Southwark, £10 p.a. 

29 Sept. 1547-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

Wynde, John (d 1554) 

comptroller and surveyor, York (royal), 1 Feb. 

1546, £40 p.a. 

24 June 1545-1553 

(PRO. E 101/296/18; CPR, 1553, 186; LP xxi 
(1) no. 302/1; HPT.) 

Yardlye, John 

clerk of the mint, Tower H, £10 p.a. 

20 Sept. 1560-24 June 1562 
(PRO. E 351/2185) 

York, Bartholomew 


overseer of melting and blanching, Southwark, 
£13. 6s. 8 d. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1547-25 Mar. 1550 
surveyor of meltings (silver). Southwark, 
£26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

24 June 1550-29 Sept. 1551 

surveyor of meltings, Tower I, £26. 13s. 4r/. p.a. 

29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 

(PRO. E. 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

York, Christopher 

surveyor of the meltings, Southwark, 
£26. 13s. 4 d. p.a. 

succ. D. Coventry and was succ. by J. Browne 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 

York, James 
porter. Tower I, £10 p.a. 

24 June 1548-25 Mar. 1549 
(PRO. E 351/2078) 

York, Sir John ( d 1569), Merchant Taylor of 
London 

assay-master, Tower 1, 3 June 1 544, £66. 1 3s. 4 d. 
p.a. 

25 Mar. 1544-24 June 1545 

(PRO. E 101/302/27; LP xix (1) no. 812/14) 
under-treasurer, Southwark, 19 June 1545, 
£66. 13s. 4 d. p.a. plus salary as assay-master 
giving total of £133. 6s. 8d. p.a. 

25 Mar. 1545-29 Sept. 1551 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41; LP xx (1) no. 
1081/46) 

under-treasurer. Tower I, fee as at Southwark 
29 Sept. 1551-25 Mar. 1552 
(PRO. E 159/331 Rec. Trin. 41) 


Moneyers of the Tudor period 


Aldridge, John (d 1595), of Shoreditch (Middle- 
sex) 

monever. Tower 
c. 1576-1595 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; GL. 
7499/1) 

Alen, George, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1577 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fo. 89 v ) 

Allen, Henry 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Allenson, George 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 


(BM. Harleian MSS. 69S fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Aps, Robert, of Frean Barnet (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89') 

Austin, John ( d 1582), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
before 1 582 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Austin, Richard, the elder (d 1592), of Shoreditch 
(Middlesex) 
monever. Tower 
c. 1576-1592 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v ~56 r , 89 v ; 
Survey of London, viii. St. Leonard's Shore- 
ditch, p. 66; GL. 7499/1 ; PRO. Prob. 1 1/79) 
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Bedell, John, of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r , 89 v ) 

Bolton, Symon, of Tottenham (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1585-c. 1601 
(GLRO. DRO. 15/A 1/1) 

Browne, Richard (d 1593), of Hackney (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer, Tower 
before 1593 
(GL. 480/1) 

Bull, Stephen 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 -?c. 1580 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r , 121') 
Burne, (Bowrne) Robert (cl 1583), of Shoreditch 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576-1583 

(GL. 7499/1; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 
55 v -56 r ) 

Butterwonh, John (cl 1578), of Shoreditch 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 -1578 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; GL. 
7499/1) 

Butterworth, John 
moneyer, York 

(Register of the Freemen of the City of York, i, 
ed. F. Collins (Surtees Soc. 96 (1897)], 275) 
Catcher, Augustine 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Catcher, Thomas, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
monever. Tower 
c. 1594-r. 1603 
(GL. 478/1) 

Caverly, John (cl 1 570), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
before 1570 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Chamber, Thomas (cl 1570), of Shoreditch 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
before 1570 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Clarke, William, of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 


c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ) 
Cole, John 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1515-18 
(PRO. C 1/394/1) 

Colvyn, Edward 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Cooke, Robert 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1554 

(CPR, 1554-5, 112) 

Cornewe, Thomas, of Walthamstow (Essex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1595 

(Calendar of Deeds relating to Walthamstow, 
1595 to 1890, ed. S. .1. Barns (Walthamstow 
Antiquarian Society, Official Publication, 
no. 11, 1923), 7) 

Crawfurth, Percival (d 1570) 
moneyer, York 
c. 1544 -c. 1548 

(Collins, op. cit. pp. 264, 268; Skaife, op. cit.) 

Dane, Richard, of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1563 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Dane, Thomas 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Dawson, Robert 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Denham, Thomas (d 1600), of Hackney (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer, Tow'er 
before 1600 
(GL. 480/1) 

Denham, Thomas, of Hackney (Middlesex), 
goldsmith of London 
provost of the moneyers, Tower 
c. 1576 -c. 1601 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ; 
GH. Minute Bk. L, 469; The Register of 
Letters . . ., ed. Sir G. Birdwood and W. 
Foster (1893), pp. 13-18) 

Dormer (Dorman), Richard (d 1578), of Totten- 
ham (Middlesex) 
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moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576-1578 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; GLRO. 
DRO. 15/A 1/1) 

Driewood, Anthony, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ) 

Duck, John (d 1580), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576-1580 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r , 89 v ; GL. 
7499/1) 

Elder, Robert U 1 1571), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
before 1571 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Eslfield, Thomas 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Fuller, Robert, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576-c. 1603 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r , 89 v ; 
GL, 480/1) 

Germyn (Jarmyn), John 

provost of the moneyers, London 
c. 1549-c. 1551 

(PRO. E 351/2078, E 101/303/7; CPR, 1549-51, 
345; BM. Additional MSS. 18, 759 fo. 69) 

Gibbs, Thomas 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Giles, Henry, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55*-56 r , 89”) 

Godegam, John, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1511 

( LP i no. 969 (17)) 

Goldstone, Robert 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Greene, William, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1596 
(GL. 478/1) 


Haddon, Thomas (d 1 596), of Shoreditch (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576-1596 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ; 
GL. 7499/1) 

Hall, Thomas ( d 1570), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
before 1570 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Hammon, Richard 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Hardwick, John, the Younger (d 1603), of Hack- 
ney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1565-1603 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55”-56 r , 89’; 
GL. 480/1; CPR, 1563-6 no. 2607) 

Hardwicke, Thomas {d 1562), of Hackney 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
before 1562 
(GL. 9171/15 fo. 93) 

Harryson, Thomas 
mo never, Tow'er 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Harry Yonge, Richard, son of Robert ( d 1545) of 
Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
provost of the moneyers, London 
by 1536-1545 

(PRO. AO 1/1595/1, E 101/302/23, Prob. 11/30, 
34) 

Harry Yonge, Robert (d 1500), of Shoreditch 
(Middlesex) 

provost of the moneyers, London 
before 1500 

(PRO. Prob. 11/12; Survey of London, viii, 
St. Leonard’s Shoreditch, p. 98) 

Heyley, Peter, of Tottenham (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1585-c. 1602 
(GLRO. DRO. 15/A 1/1) 

Hunte, Mathew, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1593 
(GL. 480/1) 

Hypkys, Nicholas 
moneyer. Tower 
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c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 

Inglandc, Mathew (d 1557), of Hackney (Middle- 
sex) 

moneycr, Tower 
before 1557 
(GL. 9171/14 fo. 20 v ) 

Lawrence, Thomas, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1602 
(GL. 478/1) 

Macham, Richard 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ) 

Mariet, William 
moneyer, York 
c. 1545 

( Tcstamcntci Eboracensia, vi, ed. J. W. Clay 
(Surtees Soc. 106), 227) 

Malhewe, Edward, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1598 
(GL. 478/1) 

Meryt, William (d 1570), of Stepney-Hoxton 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
before 1570 

(GL. 9171/16 fo. 18 v — 19) 

Mestrell, Eloy (.exec. 1 578), of the Tow'er, London 
moneyer using a mill, Tower 
1560-78 

(PRO. E 351/2185; H. Symonds, The Mint of 
Queen Elizabeth and Those who Worked 
There’, / VC (1916); BM. M 485/41) 

Monnes. (Munnes) John 
overseer of the moneyers, Bristol, £40 p.a. 

25 Dec. 1548-25 Mar. 1550 
provost of the moneyers, London 
c. 1 553— c. 1570 

(PRO. E 101/303/6, SP 12/42 no. 63, SP 65/6, 
E 159/342 Rec. Trin. 168; C.PR, 1553 , 186; 
CPR , 1557-8, 194) 

Mounde, John, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1557 

(CPR, 1557-8, 250) 

Mune, William, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576-c. 1603 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r , 89'; 
GL. 480/1) 
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Nix, Robert (d 1571), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
before 1571 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Parker, William (d 1565), of Shoreditch (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer. Tower 
before 1565 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Pate, Edward 
moneyer. Tower 

under Blount, Copynger, Rowlett and Bowes, 
and Brown 

(HMC, Eighth Report, App. I, 65, 3j) 

Pate, William (hanged, 1549), of Islington 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer, 
before 1549 

(Wriothesley, op. cit. ii. 12-13) 

Pollard, John (d 1558/9) 
moneyer, York 
c. 1549 

(Collins, op. cit. Surtees Soc. 96 (1897), 269; 
Skaife, op. cit.) 

Pye, John, of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1559-c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ; GL. 
7499/1) 

Raven, Francis, of Finchley (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ) 
Raynsbye, John (d 1566), of Islington (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
before 1566 
(GL. 9171/15 fo. 263) 

Roberts, Thomas, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576-c. 1594 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89' ; 
GL. 480/1) 

Roberts, William, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1593-c. 1603 
(GL. 480/1) 

Robertson (Robinson), Hugh (d 1585), of Shore- 
ditch (Middlesex) 
monever, Tower 
c. 1576-1585 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ; 
GL. 7499/1) 



Robinson, Thomas, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ) 

Rolf (Roffc), William (d 1603), of Shoreditch 
(Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1558-1603 

(Survey of London, viii, St. Leonard’s Shore- 
ditch, p. 64; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 
55 v -56 r , 89 v ; GL. 7499/1) 

Savage, John, of Tottenham (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1561-c. 1584 
(GLRO. DRO. 15/A 1/1) 

Simson, George (d 1597), of Shoreditch (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576-1597 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; GL. 
7499/1) 

Smyth, Nicholas 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56') 

Smythe, Thomas 

overseer of moneyers, Bristol, £10 p.a. 

25 Mar. 1547-29 Sept. 1547 
(PRO. E 101/302/30) 

Spicer, John (d 1574), of Shoreditch (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
before 1574 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Spicer, Richard (d 1563), of Shoreditch (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer, Tower 
before 1563 
(GL. 7499/1) 

Spycer, Richard Ml 594), of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576-1594 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ; GL. 
480/1) 

Staple, John 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r ) 


Stebruicke, George, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89') 

Streete, John, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1594-c. 1602 
(GL. 478/1) 

Swete, John, of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1555 

(■ CPR , 1557-8, 267) 

Symson, Gilbert ( d 1582), of Shoreditch (Middle- 
sex) 

moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576-1582 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r ; GL, 
7499/1) 

Thorneton, Thomas, of Walthamstow (Essex) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1576-c. 1595 

(Barns, op. cit. p. 7; BM. Harleian MSS. 698 
fos. 55'— 56 r ) 

Walker, John, of Eltham (Kent) 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1 576/7 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55'-56 r , 89 v ) 

Wariey, John M 1603), of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1594-1603 
(GL. 478/1,480/1) 

Webb, George (d 1599), of Hackney (Middlesex) 
moneyer, Tower 
c. 1576-1599 

(BM. Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55 v -56 r , 89 v ; 
GL. 480/1) 

White, John 
moneyer, York 
c. 1486/7 

( York Civic Records, ii, ed. Angelo Raine 
(Yorks. Arch. Soc., Record Series, 103) 24; 
PRO. E 159/262 Rec. Trin. 17) 

Wright, Bartholomew, of the Tower, London 
moneyer. Tower 
c. 1571-c. 1576 

(BM. M 485/41 ; Harleian MSS. 698 fos. 55-6) 



GLOUCESTER FARTHINGS, 1657-1662 


R. H. THOMPSON 

This began as part of a study of the work signed by the moneyer David Ramage, who 
was active from c, 1640 until his death between the end of July and 12 September I662. 1 
However, the time required to complete the whole, and the length of some of the parts, 
make it advisable to separate any of the latter which readily stands alone. To this the 
City of Gloucester Farthings dated 1657 well lend themselves. 

As they are among the earliest corporation tokens after Bristol and Oxford, the cir- 
cumstances in which they were produced possess in themselves considerable interest. 2 
Further, although forming a relatively small coinage, they were struck not only in 1657 
but also from new dies engraved in 1659 and 1662 with the old date. Detailed study 
of the dies is therefore required, not only for the information it supplies on production, 
but also for identification of the issues. Finally, light is thrown on one aspect of 
seventeenth-century tokens in general. The Farthings are studied under the following 
heads: Description — The Material— Arrangement of the Dies— The Varieties — History 
of the Issues — Identification of the Issues — Production — Weight. 

DESCRIPTION 

The die-ratio is of no help in distinguishing upper and lower dies, but as the R-signed 
Mayor of Oxford Tokens probably, and private issues with the r signature certainly 
show, priority in reading should be given to a side bearing arms or other device, viz. the 
obverse, while the reverse will normally bear initials. This arrangement reverses the 
treatment of the Gloucester 1657 Farthings by previous cataloguers. 3 It has the advan- 
tages, however, of giving precedence to the arms of the city, a more potent and a more 
distinctive symbol of the issuing authority than the letters c.G. ; of relegating the date 
(doubtless that of issue and not of the mayoralty, which dated from 1656) to the end of 

1 For the attribution of the R-signcd tokens to again, and Wells; of all these only Gloucester followed 

Raniage in place of Thomas Rawlins see J. G. Milne, the large Bristol module. 

Catalogue of Oxfordshire Seventeenth-century Tokens, 3 With the exception of the curate of Chavenage: 
1935 [i.e. 1936], p. xiv. I have expressed the view, and Collectanea Gloccstriensia, or a Catalogue of Books, 

I hope in the future to argue, that not only were dies Tracts, Prints, Coins, <£ c., Relating to the County of 

made in London, but tokens also, any dies remaining Gloucester, in the Possession of John Dclafield Phelps, 

serviceable being sent lo the issuer: Seaby's Coin and Esq.. Chavenage House [compiled by Mr. Panton], 

Medal Bulletin, no. 650, Oct. 1972, p. 414; Coins, 1842, p. 242 (although his treatment of other issues is 
vol. ix (no. II). Nov. 1972, p. 47. not consistent); the relevant section being reprinted 

2 Excepting some Cork and Kinsale issues, which with some changes as ‘Numismata Gloccstriensia, 

are perhaps more of the nature of the preceding Cork 1650-70* in Gloucestershire Notes and Queries, i (1881), 

and Kinsale Money, and some Alton pieces if they 347-52 (No. cccxlviU). Thomas Snelling, A View 

are in fact currency tokens, the only earlier issue of the Copper Coin and Coinage of England . . ., 1766, 

(unless other undated ones) was Northampton in 1653 pi. 1, illustrates Gloucester 1657 with the arms first, 
(W .C. Wells, Seventeenth-century Tokens of Nonhamp- though not 1660 [i.e. 1659], Encouragingly, Samuel 
tonshire, 1914, p. 74; and in the British Numismatic Rudder look the side bearing the initials to be the 

Journal, (henceforth BNJ), vii, 1910, p. 289). There reverse, A New History of Gloucestershire . . ., 1779 

were other issues in 1657 at least from the Mercers’ p. 90; and this was followed by Thomas Rudge, The 
Company in Kendal, from Newbury, Northampton History and antiquities of Gloucester . . . [1811], p. 46. 
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the legends; and of constituting ‘Luke Nourse, Maior’ something in the nature of a 
signature, instead of suggesting, if the legends were read continuously, that the mayor 
was for necessary change ! 

The type to which all the 1657 Farthings correspond may therefore be described as 
follows. 

Obv. [mullet] foR‘NF.cessary ‘Change/ arms of Gloucester: on a shield, between three 
chevrons, ten torteaux, three, three, three, and one, all within a cable-pattern 
inner circle. 

Rev. [mullet] lvke-novrse‘MaioR‘I657/C‘G/ an arabesque ornament above and 
below the initials, all within a cable-pattern inner circle. When present, -R- 
appears below the c or g. 

In 1657 the c.G. stood for ‘City of Gloucester’, but it is noteworthy that after the Res- 
toration the Corporation minutes, like other areas of life, revert to Latin: Civil' Clone'. 

The arms, with crest and supporters and the motto fides invicta triumphat, super- 
seded the ‘Tudor coat’ by a grant of 1652; and at the Restoration all Commonwealth 
grants of arms W'ere declared null and void. 1 This might seem an additional reason for 
issuing Farthings in 1662 with an old date. However, the arms themselves (as they 
appear on the tokens) were in use earlier, and were proved at the Visitation of 1623; it 
would appear, therefore, that the Commonwealth grant only confirmed the arms, 
and added crest and supporters. The ‘Commonwealth coat’ continued to be used, for 
example on the Corporate seal made in 1661. The situation in the following year was 
more threatening to any show of support for the Commonwealth, but had the con- 
sideration of the arms weighed heavily, the design could have been changed to, for 
example, the unexceptionable c.G. on both sides. Finally, the issue of ante-dated coins 
also in 1659 points to an explanation in circumstances other than the mere designs. 


THE MATERIAL 

The coins are well struck in good metal and of good size (21 mm.). On the obverse 
dies twenty-one separate elements in the legend, and a shield, etc., and on the reverses 
twenty-three elements in the legend and two large letters, etc., were all individually 
punched in, so that it is a comparatively easy matter to distinguish the dies. Eight ob- 
verse and nine reverse dies have appeared, and the distribution of the dies and of the 
combinations over the recorded coins is set out in Table I. With no obverse die recorded 
from less than five specimens, and a single reverse die recorded from one, from two, and 
from three specimens, it is probable that all of the former have been found, and that 
not more than one of the latter remains undiscovered. 


ARRANGEMENT OF THE DIES 

The dies are identified by letters and numbers which also indicate the sequence that 
has been worked out. It is important to give the reasons for this arrangement. Leaving 


1 C. H. Dancey, ‘The Silver Plate and Insignia of the 
City of Gloucester’ in Transactions of the Bristol and 
Gloucestershire Archaeological Societv (hereafter 
TBGAS), x.\x (1907), pp. 91-122, 7 pis. (The Arms of 
the City, pp. 109-12); A. C. Fox-Davics, The Book of 


Public Arms . . ., new edn., 1915, p. 322; C. W. 
Scott-Giles, Civic Heraldry of England <£ Wales, 
revised [edn.], 1953, p. 149; The City of Gloucester: the 
Official Guide , published by authority of Gloucester 
Corporation, [1972], pp. 138-42. 
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aside the r signature, the most obvious feature distinguishing between dies but common 
to more than one is the form of the stop in both obverse and reverse legend. On the 
obverses lettered A-D and the reverses numbered 1-7 it is a cinquefoil, on obverses 
E-H and reverses 8-9 a small lozenge. The linking brings together dies bearing the 
same form of stop. Moreover, the lozenge dies are distinguished by an almost completely 
different set of punches, the only letters and figures in which there is no apparent change 
of form being the large G and the letter n; yet even here there is a difference, for on all 
the lozenge dies except rev. 9 the N is punched in upside down. 1 The cinquefoil and 
lozenge must distinguish different phases of die-sinking, in effect if not by intention. 


TABLE i 


Reverse 

dies 

Obverse dies 

ABCDEFCH 

Total no. 
of coins 

1 

21 4 

25 

2 

14 10 

24 

3 

10 

10 

4 

15 

15 

5 

1 

1 

6 

8 

8 

7 

11 11 10 8 

40 

8 

3 

3 

9 

2 

2 


Total no. 

of coins 35 24 15 20 11 10 8 5 128 


Note to Table I: Mr. J. N. Taylor, formerly Curator of the Gloucester City 
Museum and Art Gallery, has kindly told me of an additional specimen of A2 
at Cirencester, another of A2 and two of E7 at Cheltenham. 


In the case of three combinations, E7, F7, and G7, a lozenge obverse is paired with a 
cinquefoil reverse. Only one reverse is involved, and this consistently appears in its 
freshest state with obv. E and with cinquefoil obv. D. When paired with obvs. E-G 
it was developing a flaw across the left of the ‘arrow head' in the upper ornament, and 
with obv. G a slight excrescence on the curve of the large c, making that the last of its 
obverses. Dies with lozenge stops therefore succeeded those distinguished by cinquefoil 
stops. The unlinked but only remaining lozenge obverse (H) then follows these lozenge/ 
cinquefoil mules. It pairs with two lozenge reverses (8, 9), the relative order of which 
is unclear; and the punches for all the lozenge dies appear to have been the same. 

Of the cinquefoil dies, obv. D and revs. 5-7 are likely to have been the last since they 
are linked to the succeeding lozenge dies; and revs. 6-7 have different punches for the 
letters L, s, M and A from all the other dies (including obv. D), and rev. 7 a different 
figure 5 and 7 from the remainder. They were probably made in that order. This leaves 
rev. 5 as the initial ‘true’ pairing for obv. D, which, being recorded from a single speci- 
men, provides an exception to the rule for identifying true pairs from a higher number of 

1 The superimposilion of the reverse ornaments on order of punching in the letters and ornaments but 
revs. 8-9 where they and the c g overlap, but of the only the relative depth to which the dill'crcnt punches 
c G on the cinquefoil reverses, indicates not a different were entered in each die. 
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surviving examples. 1 Nevertheless, every letter common to obverse and reverse appears 
to be from the same punch on D and 5. 

On obvs. C and D appears an almost completely different set of letter punches from 
obvs. A and B, the only apparent exceptions being N as before, and c. The succession 

of punches on the reverses is not so clearly denned, but C4, 
the only exclusive pair, probably preceded D5. Revs. 4 and 
5 share a form of l different from that on revs. 1-3. Rev. 3, 
however, shares with revs. 4-7 a form of v, k, e, o, r, and 6 
different from that on revs. 1-2, and with revs. 4-5 a 
different form of s and a; it has therefore been placed im- 
mediately preceding rev. 4. Flaws around the first N on 
obv. B when paired with rev. 3 support the placing of the 
latter after revs. 1-2. 

The letters on obvs. A-B, and revs. 1-2, appear to be the 
same with two exceptions. The form of the E varies at the 
top, even on the same die, but this appears to result from 
the upper bar of the e having been entered individually in 
the dies. Secondly, obv. A and rev. 1 have one form of A, 
obv. B and rev. 2 another. The two related dies have been 
placed as first or second pair. However, the cross-linking of 
these dies shows that three of them, and doubtless all four, 
were in existence at the same time. Flaws on obv. A 
between the torteaux and the chevrons when paired with 
rev. 1 and not with rev. 2 ; on rev. 1 between various letters 
and the inner circle with obv. B and not always with obv. A; 
and from the cross-bar of the G on rev. 2 with obv. B and 
not always with obv. A, indicate an order of striking in- 
consistent with the association of punches. Ramage must 
have possessed at that time more than one punch for the 
letter A at least; if the pressman waited on the diesinker, 
the punches are more likely than the dies to have been used 
inconsecutively, though certainty is impossible. 

The order in which the dies were used is therefore as set 
out in Figure 1, with lower-case letters designating the rela- 
tive states of a die where clear. 

THE VARIETIES 

Six combinations, bearing the r signature below the large G, etc., fall into the third 
‘variety’ catalogued by Williamson. 2 Gloucestershire 77 is distinguished from this by 
having the R below the c (and also, to judge from the entry for 79, by lozenge stops on 
the obverse, although this criterion excludes D6 and D7 from the catalogue). The r is 
indeed placed below the c on well over a third of the specimens examined. Only two 

1 J. K. R. Murray and B. H. I. H. Stewart, ‘The 2 George C. Williamson, Trade Tokens Issued in the 

Scottish Copper Coinages, 1642-1697' in BNJ, xli Seventeenth Century , . ., 1889-91, Gloucestershire 
(1972), pp. 105-35 (p. 121). 77-79. 




Fig. 1 
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dies, however, account for this number, and one of these is the much-paired and 
doubtless long-lived rev. 7. The other, rev. 6, has the extraordinary error of the large 
G punched in upside down (the 5 being of such a form that it is less noticeably upside 
down). This may in some way have diverted the engraver's signature from a position 
below the G to one below the c, a model he followed when sinking rev. 7. The error die 
might not have been used to full capacity — D6 could now be over-represented through 
its very ‘curiosity’, the eight specimens having occurred singly. 1 The coins with r below 
c seem not so much a substantive variety as an accident. 

Williamson also distinguished a variety, Gloucestershire 78, w'hich omits the R alto- 
gether. Such coins exist, but (assuming that 78 is not restricted to those with lozenge 
obverse, which would leave B3 uncatalogued) they probably do not form a homo- 
geneous group. Even on well-preserved impressions of rev. 3 no small R is apparent; 
there are traces of the large G having been lightly entered low'er down on the die, and 
of a small mark touching the ornament, but this does not seem to have been the upright 
of an R. Rev. 3 has already been shown to have been made and used before and after 
reverses bearing the signature. Its omission, therefore, would have been nothing more 
than an accident. The small R is apparently absent also from rev. 8 and, taking both 
impressions together, rev. 9. Their punches have placed these dies last, well separated 
from rev. 3. The coins which lack the R, therefore, also do not form a substantive 
variety. 

The obverse and reverse dies may now be set out with the succession of new punches 
(Tables II— III). 2 For ready identification the most obvious features for distinguishing 
the dies are added, on the obverses the letters in the legend on a radius from the three 
points of the shield, etc., and on the reverses the punch to which, or the punches between 
which, the cross-bar of the large G points. All the dies are illustrated (Plate VII). 


HISTORY OF THE ISSUES 

The Farthings departed from the Bristol formula to the extent of bearing the name of 
the mayor, which, with the addition of the legend For necessary change, had the effect 
of identifying the city by nothing more than arms and initials (this was subsequently 
altered). The mayor thus appears to have initiated and instigated this coinage per- 
sonally — evidence below' is rather against the possibility that he might only have 
sponsored the initiative of his son — and it is consequently of importance to know 
what manner of man he was. 

Luke Nourse must have been born about 1584, but his origins have not been dis- 
covered; he may have been related to a family of landed gentry (see below). He himself 
by 1656 claimed the rank of esquire, 3 owned some land, and w'as wealthy enough to 
be able to lend three-figure sums to the corporation; his son Edward was once described 
as a merchant. 1 


1 A specimen of D6 has been auclioncd with the 
description ‘unpublished, very rare’: Coins, Medals 
and Currency, vol. iv (no. 38), 30 Jan. 1971, p. 11, 

lot 190. The Gloucester City Museum acquired 
a second specimen ex Baldwin in 1953, and the third 
from the H. W'. Taffs sale, 21-3 Nov. 1956. 

3 It should be entered as a caveat that it may be less 
certain that punches are identical than that they are 
5133 C 76 


different. 

3 City of Gloucester, Minutes, 1656-1686, p. I. 
This volume is hereinafter cited as ‘CGM’. I am 
grateful to the Gloucestershire Record Office (Glouces- 
ter Public Library) for making the corporation records 
so readily available to me, and to the Chief Executive 
Officer for permission to publish extracts. 

* CGM, p. 63 (1658). See Addendum 1. 
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TABLE II 


Obverse Dies 

Letters Stops Shield, etc. 

A. ‘e'o'r 'n ‘e‘c 2 e ' s ' s'a'r'y , c , h , a'n , o 1 e Cinquefoil o, s-a, n-g. Mullet points down 

B. 2 a 2 a o-r, a, g. Mullet points down 

C. 2 f 2 o 2 r . . 3 e. . 3 e 2 s 2 s 3 a 2 r ! y . . 2 h 3 a . . 2 g 3 e . . o, s, n. Mullet points up 

D. o, s-a, g. Mullet points up 

E. 3 f 3 o 3 r . . 4 e 2 c 4 e 4 s 4 s 5 a 3 r 3 y 2 c 3 h s a.. 3 g 4 e Lozenge o, s-s, a-n. r n distant, n upside down 

F. o, s, a-n. r- Nclose. N upside down 

G. o. A, n. n upside down 

H. . . R, a, G. N upside down 


Note to Tables II and III. 'e and 2 e may be from the same punch with the upper bar individually entered. 3 r 
takes the form of a p with the tail added individually. 


TABLE III 


Reverse Dies 

Letters Stops G bar, etc. 

1. 'l'v'k'e 'n'o’v'r t s 2 e 'm'a 'i’o'r i i , 6‘5 i 7 i c i g Cinquefoil n. Mullet points down, r below 

G 

2. 2 a N-o. Mullet points down, r be- 

low a 

3. .. 2 v 2 k 3 e . . 2 o 2 v 2 r 2 s 3 e ,. 3 a.. 2 o 2 r .. 2 6 N. Mullet points up 

4. 2 l E-stop. Mullet points up. r be- 

low G 

5. n-o. Mullet points up. r be- 

low G 

6. 3 l 3 s.. 2 m 4 a 5, G upside down. Mullet points 

up. r below c 

7. 2 5 2 7 Stop. Mullet points up. r be- 

low c 

8. 4 l 3 v 3 k 4 e . . 3 o 3 v 3 r 4 s 4 e 3 m 5 a 2 i 3 o 3 r 2 i 3 6 3 5 3 7 2 c .. Lozenge N-o. n upside down 

9 N. 


Admitted to the Common Council on 28 August 1621, 1 Luke Nourse’s financial 
expertise was drawn upon to audit the accounts in December 1629. 2 On 9 November 
1630 he was elected sheriff for the coming year. 3 After twenty-one years of continuous 
service on the council he was elected, on 17 May 1642, to a vacancy for alderman, 4 
and was a member of the committee set up on 5 August, with the onset of civil war, to 
take care of the defence and welfare of the city. 5 He was indeed active in the Parlia- 
mentary cause, journeying to London some time before 30 September ‘aboute the 
Deputations of Lieutenancy and other busines at Paiiiam[en]te’. 6 Under an Ordinance 
of 1 June 1643 he was one of divers persons ‘fit to further the execution of’ the recent 
Ordinance ‘for the speedy raising and levying of money for the maintenance of the 
army raised by Parliament, by taxing such as have not contributed or lent at all towards 

1 City of Gloucester, Minutes, 1565-1632, f. 482\ W. H. Stevenson, ‘The Records of the Corporation 

2 Ibid., f. 538 r . 3 Ibid., f. 547 r . orGIoucester’, in Historical Manuscripts Commission, 

4 City of Gloucester, Minutes, 1486-c. 1600, f. 63 v . Twelfth Report, Appendix, part IX . . . 1891 (Series 
6 City of Gloucester Minutes, 1632-1656, p. 222; 27), pp. 400-520 (p. 462). ‘ Ibid., p. 226. 
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the maintenance of the said army, or if they have yet not in any reasonable measure 
answerable to their estates’, who had been ‘omitted to be therein named to be com- 
mittees, whereby the service (if it be not remedied) is like to bee much retarded and 
hundred’; and was nominated to the committee for Gloucester. 1 On 3 August he was a 
member of the similar committee set up for the speedy raising and levying of money 
for the maintenance of the army raised by the Parliament, and other great affairs of the 
Commonwealth. 2 During the famous siege of Gloucester (10 August-5 September), 
in which the city’s defiance of the King formed the psychological turning-point of the 
Civil War, Luke Nourse was one of thirteen captains in the two parliamentary regi- 
ments which lay in garrison. 3 

A year later he was elected mayor (1644), and followed it, as usual, w'ith the office 
of coroner (1645-6). He was named a member of the committee, or a commissioner for 
Gloucester in Ordinances for an assessment for the relief of Ireland (16 February 
1647/8), for settling the Militia in the West (12 May 1648), for settling the Militia 
nationally (2 December 1648), in the General Assessment Act (7 April 1649), and in the 
Assessment Acts of 7 December 1649, 26 November 1650, 10 December 1652, 9 June 
1657, and 26 January 1659/60. 4 Of the Parliamentary assessments it has been said that 
they remedied a whole series of ancient grievances by replacing the individual subsidy 
W'ith an over-all amount due from every county and borough, which the latter distri- 
buted equitably according to what they knew' each tax-payer to be worth. 5 * Under an 
Act of 26 July 1659 Luke Nourse was to be named a Commissioner of the Militia for 
Gloucester, and under that of 12 March 1659/60 for Gloucestershire as well. 8 

He was mayor for the second time in 1656-7, after John Disbrowe, brother-in-law 
to Cromw'ell and Major-General for Gloucestershire, had purged the corporation of 
those who were unreliable . 7 Immediately he became mayor there were promulgated 
Rules for the better Regulation of the Common Council. 8 Another suggestive act 
was the institution on 21 July 1657 of a weekly ‘lecture’ to be preached on Tuesday 
mornings by ‘able and honest Ministers well affected to the present Governm[en]t’. 9 
On 11 July he ceremoniously proclaimed Cromwell Lord Protector under the Humble 
Petition and Advice constitution. 10 Richard Cromwell was High Steward of the city, 
as Henry and Oliver had been before him; 11 and one of the city’s two members in the 
1656-7 session of parliament was Major-General Disbrowe. The circumstances 


1 Ads and Ordinances of the Interregnum, 1642-1660, 
collected and edited by C. H. Firth and R. S. Rait for 
the Statute Law Committee, vol. i, 1911, p. 169; 
Thomas Dudley Fosbrooke [i.c. Fosbroke], Abstracts 
of Records and Manuscripts Respecting the County of 
Gloucester . . i (1807), p. 163. 

5 Ibid., p. 230. 

3 John Dorney, A Briefe and Exact Relation of the 

Most Material! and Remarkeable Passages that 

Hapned in the Late Well-formed land as valiently 

defended) Scigc Laid before the City of Glocester, 1 643, 

reprinted in Bibliotheca Gloucestrensis . . . [by John 

Washbourn], part ii, 1823, pp. 205-32 (p. 229). 

‘ Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum . . ., 

i (1911), pp. 1083, 1136, 1237; ii (1911), pp. 35, 299, 

467, 664, 1069, 1369. See Addendum 2. 


3 J. R. Tanner, English Constitutional Conflicts of 
the Seventeenth Century, 1603-1689, 1928 (reprinted 
1947), p. 125. 

“ Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum . . ., 
(1911), pp. 1325, 1431. 

7 A. R. Williams, ‘John Desborough, Gloucester- 
shire’s Major-General’, in TBGAS, Ixxxix (1970), 
pp. 123-9 (p. 126). 

" CGM, pp. 3, 5-7. 

9 CGM, p. 32. See Addendum 3. 

10 W. H. Stevenson in HMC 27; 12th R. IX; Cor- 
poration of Gloucester, pp. S 12-14. 

11 Samuel Rudder, A New History of Gloucestershire 
. . ., 1779, p. 117; Thomas Dudley Fosbrooke [i.c. 
Fosbroke], An Original History of the City of Glouces- 
ter . . ., 1819, p. 211. 
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surrounding the issue of a corporation token thus suggest that it was not undertaken in 
opposition to the wishes of the government. 

At a meeting of Common Council held on 19 February 1656[/7] it was agreed: 1 

That Mr Edward Nourse a Member of this house shall take care that farthings may be provided 
for exchange of moneys at the charge of the Chamber of this City soe as y c same exceed not the summe 
of Twenty pounds and the benefitt that shall arise thereby to goe to the Chamber of this City. 

In the event the cost was to be half that amount, for on 30 April 1657 we find that: 2 

Whereas there was Twenty pounds to be layd out for Farthings according to a former act It is 
agreed at this House That the summe of Tenn pounds shalbe layd out for Tokens and to be disposed 
of according to the said act. 

There were, however, some small additional expenses, for among the General Payments 
of the Stewards and Chamberlains in the year 1656-7 appears the following entry: 3 

Paid him [sc. Mr Edward Nurse] for the Stampe for the City farthings and forcariedge postage of 
them and about them . . . 01-17-6. 

Two years later, at the Common Council which met on 7 July 1659, during the 
mayoralty of Robert Tyther, it was agreed: 4 

That Mr Edward Nourse shall take care to lay out Thirty pounds for the procuring of farthings or 
tokens which are to be made according to the former Act. 

There are no City Farthings dated 1659. 5 Given that the order was fulfilled, the last 
phrase must include the making of tokens with the same types as in 1657, even as to 
date. There is little to indicate the reason for this. Salisbury did not find the national 
situation inhibiting to a new corporation issue a few months earlier, nor did Bideford 
and Bath about the same time, nor Bristol and Northampton a few months later. 
The explanation is probably to be found in local circumstances, not so much for the 
recommendation of Luke Nourse’s name above others — for he does not seem to have 
held so pre-eminent a position — but rather for the self-effacement of Robert Tyther; 
it may be significant that he was a member of only one Committee of Assessment.® 
Experience of the seventeenth-century tokens as a whole suggests that the actual occur- 
rence is not unparalleled; what is unusual here is that the occurrence is documented. 

On 23 May 1662, during the mayoralty of Thomas Peirce, it was agreed at a meeting 
of Common Council: 7 

That Thirty pounds shall by [i.e. be] layd out by the Stewards for the makeing of tokens or Farthings 
according to the Same Stampe or Inscription as formerly And that Mr Edward Nourse shall be desired 
to effect the same And that notwithstanding the doeing thereof and the Inscripcion of Luke Nourse 
Esq[uir]e Maior the said Luke Nourse and Mr Edward Nourse shall be indempnified and saved harm- 
lesse from all damages touching the same. 

1 CGM, p. 18. Mr. E. G. H. Kempson generously this entry to John Pleydcll Wilton, see the latter’s 
made available to me his transcripts of the passages ‘Gloucester tokens of the seventeenth, eighteenth and 
bearing on the tokens before I was able to examine the nineteenth centuries’, in TBGAS, xiii (1888/9), 
records for myself. pp. 130-45 (pp. 136-7). 

1 CGM, p. 27. This order of £10 is clearly in execu- s A piece dated 1659, in addition to one of 1657, 
lion of the order of 19 Feb., and not in addition to it was recorded in Collectanea Glocestriensia . . ., 1842, 
as supposed by J. R. S. Whiting, Trade Tokens: a p.242, and Gloucestershire Notes and Queries, i(l88l), 
Social and Economic History, 1971, p. 17. p. 348, no. 46. It named Luke Nourse, and must be 

3 City of Gloucester, A Booke of Accounts, 1653- a mistake. 

1663, p. 206. 6 Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum . . ., ii 

4 CGM, p. 102. W. H. Stevenson did not point out (1911), p. 1369. See Addendum 4. ’ CGM, p. 230. 
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Again there are no Gloucester Farthings dated for this year, and it is specifically 
ordered that the tokens are to bear the same legend as before. Yet even though the new 
issue would ostensibly date from 1657, and could hardly be known to be new unless 
detected in the actual process of production or distribution (the indemnity being con- 
cerned only with the ‘doeing’ of 1662), the Council took great care to protect the in- 
terests of the two Nourses. Such nervousness is understandable in the city at that time. 

Gloucester had been feeling alarm as early as October 1661 at the Bill which became 
law as the Act for the well governing and regulating of Corporations. Under this all 
mayors, aldermen, common councilmen, etc. were required to take the oaths of Alle- 
giance and Supremacy; to swear ‘that it is not lawful upon any pretence whatsoever 
to take arms against the king, and that I do abhor Lhat traitorous position of taking 
arms by his authority against his person or against those that are commissioned by him’; 
and to subscribe to a declaration that ‘1 hold that there lies no obligation upon me or 
any other person from the oath commonly called the Solemn League and Covenant . . .’ 
At the first meeting of the Commissioners for Gloucester, on 18 July 1662, Luke Nourse 
was one of those who attended; as an old Puritan who had borne arms against the king, 
he refused Lhe oaths and declaration. Three days later, therefore, deeming it ‘expedient 
for the public safety’, they ordered that Luke Nourse and others ‘shall be and hereby are 
removed and displaced from all offices’; and their offices w'ere to be void, to all intents 
and purposes as if they ‘were naturally dead’. 1 

The City also had its fortifications demolished, and (by the 1672 Charter) its area 
reduced from 29,000 acres to 400. Edward Nourse was discharged from the council 
at his own request (3 June 1662), having removed himself and his family to London; 2 
he thereby avoided facing the Commissioners. It has been thought that Edward the 
councilman was probably a brother of Luke Nourse, 3 but in view of this move he must 
be old Luke's son, described as citizen and girdler of London on his death, aged sixty- 
five, in 1 689[/90]. 4 Luke joined his son in London, where he would have found himself 
at home among the men who had marched in the train-bands to relieve the siege of 
Gloucester. ‘Luke Nourse, late of Gloucester, Gent.’ died on 25 April 1673 at the age of 
eighty-nine, and was buried three days later in the north aisle of the newly rebuilt 
church of St. Michael, Cornhill; on the nearby wall his memorial may still be seen. 5 


1 CGM, pp. 235-6; Roland Austin, ‘The City of 
Gloucester and the regulation of corporations, 1662— 
63’, in TDGAS Iviii (1936), pp. 257-74. The Corpora- 
tion Act was 13 Cha. 2, St. 2, c. I, conveniently avail- 
able (abridged) in English Historical Documents, 1660- 
1714 , edited by Andrew Browning, 1953, pp. 375-6, 
and J. P. Kenyon, The Stuart Constitution, 1603-1688: 
Documents and Commentary, 1966, pp. 376-8. 

2 CGM, p. 231. 

2 J. P. Wilton in TOG/ISxiii (1888/9), p. 137, n. 1. 
Mr. Irvine E. Gray, late of the Gloucestershire 
Records Office, describes him as ‘presumably a rela- 
tive’: ‘Some 17th-century Token-issuers’, in TBGAS, 
Ixxxiv (1965), pp. 101-9 (p. 108). 

1 John Stow, A Survey of the Cities of London and 

Westminster, . . . enlarged ... by John Strypc . . ., 
1720, Book II, p. 147; 6th edn., vol. i (1754), p. 471; 
Jacob Henry Burn, A Descriptive Catalogue of the 
London Traders', Tavern, and Coffee-house Tokens 


Current in the Seventeenth Century . . ., 2nd edn., 1855, 
p. 33; but among other inaccuracies the month was 
wrongly copied from the monument. The description 
‘Girdler’ would mean a member of the Girdlers’ 
Company of London; it does not necessarily imply 
that Edward Nourse was engaged in the making of 
belts, and other accoutrements for the army, etc. 

2 The Parish Registers of St. Michael, Cornhill, 
London . . ., 1546 to 1754, partly edited by Joseph 
Lemuel Chester, 1882 (The Publications of the Har- 
leian Society: Registers, vol. vii), p. 259. Below the 
inscription on the Nourse-Wells memorial appear 
arms which have been wrongly repainted or instead of 
argent ([Edward Hatton], A New View of London . . ., 
ii (1708), p. 421); they are properly Gules, a Fess 
between two Chevrons Argent, Impaling Argent, a 
Buck's Head Caboshed Gules. The arms on the dexter 
side were therefore identical with those of Nourse of 
Weslon-undcr-Penyard, Herefordshire, of Newent, 



S, 1657-1662 


The penultimate meeting of the old council again dealt with the Farthings. On 23 
June 1662 1 it was agreed as follows: 3 

That there shall be a new stampe made for the Farthings lately agreed upon for this City in Mr 
Majors 3 name that now is as it was formerly in the name of Mr AJd[erman] Nurse in the time of his 
Maioralty because the former stamp is lost, And Mr Maior to bee secured for the same by this House. 

This somewhat confusing entry should be construed thus: ‘For the farthings lately 
agreed upon for this City in Mr. Mayor’s name that now is’ [i.e. under his authority] 
‘there shall be a new stamp made . . ., as it was formerly, in the name of Mr. Alderman 
Nourse . . .’ It has been deduced that the council must have contemplated the issuing of 
more tokens,' 1 but the reference to farthings ‘lately agreed upon’ shows that the council 
was giving consideration not to a new issue but to some problem in the execution of an 
issue already ordered. No evidence is known for any further issue between that first 
ordered in May 1662 and those dated 1667 and 1669. 5 Study of the dies makes clear the 
reason for this unusual attention devoted to a new ‘stamp’. 


IDENTIFICATION OF THE ISSUES 

The die-linking that has been found forms four separate groups (see Fig. I). It is not 
to be expected, however, that all dies used in a coinage will necessarily be linked to- 
gether, nor that a die may not be carried over to a later period of striking. Indeed, it is 
clear that this did happen. 

Although dies made for one coinage need not be sunk from the same punches, there 
are obviously limits to the holding of multiple punches at any one time. It is a reasonable 
hypothesis that the over-all replacement of worn or broken punches is normally, on 
grounds of economy, a gradual process. Therefore, whereas it may be true that too much 
weight should not be attached to different individual punches, 6 the appearance of a 
combination of new punches at the same place of minting indicates a different period of 
coining. 

Tables II— III reveal two occasions after the commencement of the coinage when a 
combination of new punches appeared on the obverse dies, and two notable occasions 
on the reverse dies. With documentary evidence for three distinct issues, A-B can be 
identified with confidence as the obverse dies made for the 1657 issue, C-D for the 1659 
issue, and E-H for the 1662 issue. Revs. 1-2 were therefore made in 1657. Rev. 3 intro- 
duces a combination of new punches, and has punches in common with obv. C, although 
it pairs with obv. B; the latter therefore survived to be paired with a reverse made in 
1659. Revs. 4-5 were sunk for the 1659 issue, and so also, in view of the size of the order 
and the apparently low output of rev. 5, must have been revs. 6-7. Revs. 8-9 were then 
made in 1662. 


Gloucestershire, etc. ( Collections Towards the History 
and Antiquities of the County of Hereford , in Continua- 
tion of Dunatmb's History, vol. iii, by William Henry 
Cooke, 1 882, pp. 21 1-14; The Visitation of the County 
of Gloucester . . . 1682 . . . 1683, edited by T. 
Fitz-Roy Fenwick and Walter C. Metcalfe, 1884, 
p. 127; Papworth's Ordinary of British Armorials . . ., 
1961, p. 738). 

1 Anno R[eg]ni . . . xml 0 , misdated 1664 by J. P. 


Wilton, op. cit., p. 137, and J. R. S. Whiting, loc. cit. 

2 CGM, p. 234. 

3 Sic, not ‘Nurse’s’ as printed by J. P. Wilton, loc. 
cit. 

1 J. R. S. Whiting, loc. cit. 

5 Williamson, Gloucestershire 80-81, no. 80 being 
misdated 1669. 

8 Philip Grierson, ‘Notes on Early Tudor Coinage', 
in BNJ, xli (1972), pp. 80-94 (p. 89). 
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Rev. 7, however, was also used in 1662, when it paired with a further three obverses. 
It is at this point that the document of June 1662 falls into place. The mention of a 
‘stamp’ could mean one set (pair) of dies, or even more, as may be seen in the 1656-7 
accounts; but the combined evidence here of dies and of documents referring to ‘a 
new stamp ... in the name of Mr. Alderman Nourse’ makes clear that what was under 
consideration was a reverse die (which bore the name of Luke Nourse). After so much 
use it is not surprising that rev. 7 became worn out, or ‘lost’. The die-sinker must then 
have asked for guidance from the council as to the legend that the new reverse die(s) 
should bear. At that threatening time Thomas Peirce preferred that they should carry 
the name of Luke Nourse again. 

Two consequences of this identification of the issues may cause concern. Whereas 
an expenditure of £10 was ordered in 1657, and £30 both in 1659 and in 1662, only 
3+5 dies need have been used in 1659 and 4+3 in 1662 (more dies might have survived 
from the previous issue, but if so there is no means of knowing it), as against 2+2 in 
1657; and secondly, the relative numbers of coins recorded for the three issues likewise 
do not bear a ratio of 1:3:3. However, coin survival is not necessarily a reliable indi- 
cator of the proportions that originally existed. More coins of the first issue might 
easily have survived because they appeared first on the scene, being retained as a sample 
of a new currency type, or even as a novelty. In any case, it cannot be assumed that the 
size of the second and third issues was as much as three times that of the first, since we 
do not know in their case whether the expenditure included the cost of dies and postage, 
nor do we know that minting charges in the interim remained the same. Confirmation 
that the issues have been correctly identified is to be found in the punches. Obvs. C-D 
and revs. 3-5 appear to be from the same punches as those which were used for dies 
of the R-signed Bideford Farthing dated 1659, which in terms of Gloucester (see 
Tables II— III) bore the following: 

Obv. t 2 h 3 e 3 a 2 r ! m 3 e 2 s o 2 f b'id 3 efo 2 rd 

Rev. 3 a u'id’e-fo-rd f*a 1 rt*h 1 i , n*o / b'c / 1 1-6‘5 9(= 2 6) 

and most of the punches for obvs. E-H and revs. 8-9 appear to have been the same as 
for a group of dies of the R-signed Bristol Farthing dated 1662: 

Obv. T 3 H*E 5 A 3 R 3 M 1 E' i S 3 0 3 F B 3 R-t , ST 3 OLL 

Rev. 5 a b 3 r 2 i 4 st 3 oll f 5 a 3 rt 3 h 2 ing / cb / 2 i 3 6 2 62 

The die combinations can now be catalogued according to the orders from which 
they appear to have resulted (Table IV, the 1662 issue being more precisely dated by 
two orders), with the differences of detail which seem to have significance in the nature 
of a privy mark. 1 The numbers of recorded specimens are given, with weights correct 
to the nearest 0 005 grammes, and locations in the following collections. 

A Ashmolean Museum, Oxford 

B British Museum 

C City Museum and Art Gallery, Gloucester 2 

1 In view of the somewhat irregular alignment of 
letters, etc., it Is prima facie difficult to believe that the 
mere position of a punch relative to the radius of the 
die could have constituted a privy mark; yet it is 
extraordinary that on obvs. A-B and revs. I -2 the 
mullet initial-mark points downwards, whereas it 
points upwards on obvs. C-D and revs. 3-7. 


3 Mr. J. N. Taylor has capped many acts of kindness 
by obtaining accurate weights of all the specimens in 
the Gloucester City Museum, after I had struggled 
to use an old beam balance with a makeshift pan. The 
remainder were weighed in the Department of Coins 
and Medals of the British Museum. 
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F Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge 

N Hon. R. Henry and Mrs. Norsveb, Cleveland, Ohio, U.S.A. 

(incorporating the collection of Ralph Nolt) 

T R. H. Thompson 
W National Museum of Wales, Cardiff 

I am very grateful to the respective owners and curators for permitting me to examine 
their collections, and also to the firms of dealers and auctioneers who have made 
specimens available to me. 


TABLE IV 

Gloucester. Corporation, 1 657[— 62] (Luke Nourse, Mayor). [Farthing.] Williamson, 
Gloucestershire 77-79. All have mullet i.m. 



Dies 

Axis 

Nos. 

Locations and weights (/n grammes) 

I. 

1657 [April 30]. Cinquefoil stops 


At 

4 

21 

A, B (2 84), C (3-33, 3-275, 2-865, 2-395), F, N, T (2-56), W 


A2 

4 

16 

A, C (3-095, 2-90, 2-85, 2 81, 2-715), N, T (3-04), W 


BI 

4 

4 

A, C (2-975). N, T (2-69) 


B2 

4 

10 

A, C (3-165, 3-15, 2-075), F, N, T (2-605) 

It. 

[1659 July 7]. 

Cinquefoil stops 


B3 

4 

10 

B (3-65), C (3-705, 3-17, 3-145, 2-95, 216), N, T (3-57, 2-97) 


C4 

4 

15 

A, B (2-55), C (3-16, 2-65, 2-465, 2-345), N, T (2-52) 


D5 

4 

1 

C (2-80) 


D6 

4 

8 

B (2-77), C (2-53, 2-19, 2-17), N, T (2-46) 


D7 

4 

11 

C (2-95, 2-865, 2-865, 2-66, 2-63), N, T (3-25, 3-005) 

Ilia. 

[1662 May 23], Lozenge/Cinquefoil stops 


E7 

4 

13 

A, C (3-695, 3-345, 2-62), T (2-585) 


F7 

4 

10 

B (2-725), C (3-425), N, T (3-635, 2-905) 


G7 

4 

8 

A, C (3-02, 2-945, 2-84), T (3-48), W 


Illb. [1662 June 23). Lozenge stops 

H8 4 3 A, C (211), T (318) 

H9 f 2 T (2-85, 2-40) 


PRODUCTION 

The Farthings were ordered by cost, but except for carriage and postage we have no 
accounts to show how much they actually did cost. The costs in 1657 should have been 
£11. 17y. 6d., in 1659, £30, and in 1662, £30. No record has beenfound of the quantities 
received; if the expectation of profit was realized, the nominal value would have 
exceeded £71. 175. 6 d. 

In the absence of better information, an attempt to assess the size of production 
must be made on the basis of die output. The number of dies for Gloucester 1657 would 
have been too small to give a reliable average had the necessary figures been known. 
Howev er, the Bristol Farthings of 1652, which are of similar size and signed by the same 
die-sinker, were struck from sufficient dies to produce a meaningful average; and a 
figure has been found for the amount received. The die-ratio is approximately 1:1, 
so that calculations both on obverse and on reverse dies provide each a check on the 
other. The reverse dies that have been identified produced an average of 1 1,077 farthings 
each, or £11. 10s. 9 \d., and the obverse dies, which are more likely to be complete, 
10,827 pieces, or £10. 14s. 3 Id. 
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The Gloucester coinage is spread over three different issues, but since dies survived 
from one issue to the next an average should be applicable to all dies together. If the 
metal of the dies in 1657-62 had comparable properties to that of 1652, the nine reverse 
dies would have produced at the Bristol rate about £ 100-worth of farthings, and the 
eight obverse dies about £85-worth. It should be noted, however, that these figures 
give a very much higher cost in relation to nominal value than that which apparently 
obtained in Bristol. This underlines the fact that the calculations can only be tentative. 
On present information, the best estimate of the size of the coinage of Gloucester 
Farthings dated 1657, and struck in 1657, 1659, and 1662, is between £85 and £100. 


WEIGHT 


Beyond generalizations about their smallness and thinness, little attention has been 
devoted to the metrology of seventeenth-century tokens. Weights have been published 
for a few individual specimens, e.g. 21, 34-5, and 63-5 gr. for three Irish pieces. 1 Indi- 
vidual issues have been stated to be of a certain weight, but the information is probably 
based on too few specimens; one extraordinary issue has been given variously as 7 dwt. 
(168 gr.), ‘about the size and weight of a halfpenny of Charles II, struck ten years later’ 
(nominally 159 gr., range 154-187-4 gr.), and as one-third of the weight of the regal 
farthings (i.e. 25-34 gr.). 2 Maxima have been published for a few' corporation issues, 
but the number of specimens has been too small. 3 Weighings have been generalized by 
denomination to produce one statement that farthings may weigh about 13, 14, or 
15 gr. each, and halfpence about 26, 28, or 30 gr., 4 and another that a farthing averaged 
15 gr., a halfpenny 35 gr., and a penny 45 gr. 5 The true state of affairs is no doubt 
more correctly (if more confusingly) represented by ranges of 7-15 gr. for farthings and 
18-46 gr. for halfpennies, 6 of 14-70 gr. for town pieces, 7 and the w'ide ranges published 
in the only catalogue of seventeenth-century tokens that has included weights as a matter 
of course, which led its author to conclude that it was hardly worth speaking of actual 
weights. 8 Certainly, if the aim in recording weights has been to hit on a standard, and 
discover to what extent the issued coins maintained that standard, it has not succeeded. 9 

Yet it is evident that the weights of the tokens had importance for contemporaries. 


1 Herbert A. Grucbcr, Handbook of the Coins of 
Great Britain and Ireland in the British Museum, 1899, 
p. 238; he omits the weight of the English token 

(p. 126). 

2 Jacob Henry Burn, A Descriptive Catalogue of the 
London Traders', Tavern, and Coffee-house Tokens 
Current in the Seventeenth Century . . ., 1853, p. 22; 
2nd edn., 1855, p. 33; William Boyne, Tokens Issued 
in the Seventeenth Century , . ., 1858, p. 195; John 
Yongc Akernian, Tradesmen's Tokens Current in Lon- 
don audits Vicinity between the years 1648 and 1672 . . ., 
1849, p. 32. The weights of the regal copper are from 
C. Wilson Peck, English Copper, Tin and Bronze Coins 
in the British Museum, 1 558-1058, 2nd edn., 1964. 

3 E. G. H. Kfcmpson], 'The Marlborough Token 

Coinage of the 17th Century’, in Report of the Marl- 

borough College Natural History Society, no. 101 

(1961), pp. 31-45 (p. 35). 

1 Thomas Snelling, A View of the Copper Coin and 

Coinage of England . . 1766, p. 32 


5 J. L. We (ton, Seventeenth-century Tradesmen's 
Tokens, 1969, p. 12. 

6 T. F. E. Squibb, ‘Seventeenth-century Trade 
Tokens for the County of Middlesex’, in Middlesex 
Local History Council Bulletin, no. 16, Nov. 1963, 
pp. 6-12 (p. 6). 

1 Snelling, loc. cit. 

• George C. Boon, Welsh Tokens of the Seventeenth 
Century . . ., 1973, p. 23. It is to be regretted that the 
individual weights are not published. 

“ A possible exception should be made for the 
Mayor of Oxford token, averaging 17 gr. with a range 
of 15-19 gr. according to E. Thurlow Leeds, 'Oxford 
Tradesmen’s Tokens’, in Surveys and Tokens . . ., 
edited by H. E. Sailer, 1923 (Oxford Historical 
Society, vol. Ixxv), pp. 355^153, plates (pp. 360-1); 
and for the average of 23 gr. for specimens of a private 
issue in brass (which had been taken for gold) recorded 
by J. G. Milne, Catalogue of Oxfordshire Seventeenth- 
century Tokens, 1935 [i.e. 1936], p. xviii. 



S, 1657-1662 


In Wiltshire some issuers were indicted on charges which included the striking of tokens 
worth less than their nominal value; 1 but this would have been a fact used to prosecute 
the issuers, and need not have any bearing on their intentions. For Gloucester, however, 
there is a very important piece of evidence which firmly places weight among the 
intentions of a token issuer. In 1669 the City ordered Farthings which were to be ‘of the 
full weight of a Bristoll farthing’. 2 The impression that Bristol set a standard for a large 
farthing is thus confirmed and brought down to the particular detail of weight. It is not 
now known what the nominal weight of a Bristol Farthing was, and the actual weights 
range so widely that the standard can hardly have been essayed for the individual coin, 
but must have resided in the number of pieces to be minted from a quantity of copper, 
doubtless a pound. A large number of specimens have therefore to be weighed in order 
to discover the weight standard for any particular issue. 

TABLE v 

Grammes 

3-6-3-799 YYZZ 
3-4-3-599 YZZ 
3-2-3-399 XXYZ 
3-0-3199 XXXXYYYYZZ 
2-8-2-999 XXXXXXYYYYYYZZZZ 
2-6-2-799 XXXYYYYZZ 
2-4-2-599 XYYYYYZZ 
2-2-2-399 XY 
2-0-2-199 XYYYZ 

The weights of the sixty-one Gloucester 1657 Farthings in the collections designated 
B, C, and T (Table IV), none of them unduly worn or damaged, range from 2-075 to 
3-705 grammes — approximately 32 to 57-2 grains. 3 Their frequency distribution has 
been set out in Table V, with the three issues of 1657, 1659, and 1662 identified as 
X, Y, and Z respectively. It may be seen that they rise to a peak at 2-8-2-999 g. = 43-2- 
46-2 gr., and the nominal weight can hardly have been lower than 2-6 g. = 40-1 gr., 
nor higher than 3-199 g. = 49-3 gr. The analogy of the regal copper halfpennies struck 
later in the century in Ireland would place the nominal weight somewhat above the 
peak, the difference being attributed to wear. 4 This is not the place to discuss the 
nominal weight of the Bristol Farthings, but if 3 - 1 1 g. = 48 gr., or just two penny weights, 
were to be suggested, the weights of the Gloucester Farthings of 1657-62 would not 
appear inconsistent with the standard which was specified for the 1669 Farthings, and 
(there being nothing to suggest that the specification was new) was presumptively that 
for 1657. 

The conclusion of greatest interest, however, is that weight was significant for some 
at least of the seventeenth-century tokens. This induces respect for them as a well- 
organized coinage. 5 

1 E. G. H. Kempson, op. cit., pp. 35-6. in The Numismatic Circular, vol. Ixxix (no. 5), May 

5 CGM, p. 411. This was quoled by Irvine E. Gray 1971, pp. 198-200. 
in TBGAS lxxxiv (1965), p. 108. 6 In addition to those already mentioned, my col- 

3 For conversion of grammes into grains I have league Jean Wait, B.A., Dip. Arch. Admin., and 
used Earle R. Caley, Metrological Tables, 1965 Messrs. John Brand and Stewart Lyon have helpfully 
(Numismatic notes and monographs, no. 154). discussed individual points, and Mr. John Parry has 

1 Michael Dolley, ‘The Weight-standard of the helped to search for Luke Nourse’s origins. 

Later Seventeenth-century Copper Halfpenny Irish’, 
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SOURCES OF ILLUSTRATIONS 
Ashmolean Museum: obv. A, revs. 1-2 
British Museum: obv. C 

City Museum and Art Gallery, Gloucester: obvs. E, G, revs. 3 (the second), 4, and 5 
R. H. Thompson: the remainder 

For the photographs of the Ashmolean specimens I am indebted to that museum’s 
photographic department; for all others, to Mr. Ray Gardner of the Department of 
Coins and Medals, British Museum. 


ADDENDA 

1. It has now been possible to discover something of Luke Nourse's early life. He 
was the son of Walter Nourse of Gloucester, and, in a somewhat unorthodox arrange- 
ment, in 1599 was apprenticed to his parents for seven years in the ‘mercer’s craft’ 
(City of Gloucester, Apprentice Register, 1595-1647, p. 51). In 1607 he was indeed 
described as a mercer (V. A. Woodman, Supplement to ‘ Calendar of the Records of 
the Corporation of Gloucester compiled by W. H. Stevenson (1893), 1966, p. 27, 1953a). 
It is even recorded that he was ‘of the tallest stature, fitt to make a pykeman’, an 
ironic assessment in view of his later history (John Smith, steward to the Berkeley 
family, The Names and Surnames of all the able and Sufficient Men in body fit for His 
Majesty's Service in the wars, within the County of Gloucester . . . 1608 . . . , edited 
from the original ms. . . . , 1902, p. 2). 

A formative influence on Luke Nourse would have been the career of his father, 
who was Sheriff of Gloucester in 1586 and 1592, but never mayor, and who was 
removed from the position of alderman in 1605 by reason of his poverty (Thomas 
Dudley Fosbrooke [i.e. Fosbroke], An Original History of the City of Gloucester . . ., 
1819, p. 416; City of Gloucester. Minutes, 1486-c. 1600, f. 39 v ; 1565-1632, f. 213'). 

2. One may add to the list of offices held by Luke Nourse those of President (1 645— 
6), Surveyor (1646-7, 1655-6), and Treasurer (1650-1, 1654-5) of the Hospital of St. 
Bartholomew and the rest of the hospitals for the poor belonging to the City ( Minutes , 
1632-1656 , pp. 355, 387, 585, 793, 844). 

3. The regular sermon was not a new institution in 1657, for, in 1649, a weekly 
‘lecture sermon’ was decided upon, to be preached in St. Michael’s Church ( Minutes , 
1632-1656, p. 504); in 1653 it was moved to the college church (ibid., p. 733); and 
from 1657 it was to be preached in St. Michael’s or some other convenient church. 

4. The politics of Robert Tyther, mayor in 1658-9, arc further suggested in an 
admittedly hearsay report by one Captain Titus to the future Charles II, concerning 
the possibility of restoring the monarchy, and dated 1 July 1659: ‘At my last meeting 
with the major general [Massey] ... he told me . . . that the mayor of the town [of 
Gloucester] himself had expressed much inclination to act in such a business’ ( Biblio- 
theca Gloucestrensis . . . , [by John Washbourn], [part i], 1825, Historical Introduction, 
p. exxx). 
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ANCIENT BRITISH SILVER COINS 
FROM CHICHESTER 

The coin finds from the excavation conducted at 
Chichester between 1968 and 1973 included no 
less than nine of the rare silver coins, mostly 
minims, of the last decades of the Ancient British 
coinage before the Roman conquest in a.d. 43. 
Through the generosity of the owners of the 
several sites on which these coins were found, and 
the good offices of Mr. Alec Down in charge of 
the excavations, all nine coins have been donated 
to the British Museum, and it is a pleasant duty 
to record sincere appreciation of the generosity 
which has ensured the preservation of these im- 
portant items in the National Collection, and 
their availability for consultation. In the descrip- 
tive list below nos. 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, and 9 were pre- 
sented by the Post Office, nos. 3 and 4 by the 
Bishop of Chichester, and no. 6 has been deposited 
on loan by West Sussex Council. 

These coins will be published in their archaeo- 
logical context in the third volume of the report 
on the Chichester excavations which is now being 
prepared. The purpose of this note is primarily to 
make the details of this group available to 
numismatists. (PI. I, 1-9, where the numbering 
corresponds with that used in this list.) 

ATREBATES AND REGNI 

Tincommius (c. 20 b.c.-a.d. 5). 

1. Obv. Letters tinc disposed in a circle. 

Rev. Lion to left; around, comf. 

Wt. 1-14 gm. 

Verica (c. a.d. 10-40). 

2. Obv. At centre, small circle with central dot, 

all surrounded by four groups of three 
dots. 

Rev. Lion to right; above, vir, and below, 
trefoil between two annulets. 

Wt. 0-30 gm. (BNJ XXXVI, pi. 14, 14). 

3. Obv. In two lines on a tablet vir/var. 

Rev. Pegasus to right; below, co. 

Wt. 0-34 gm. 

4. Obv. Bucranium; around, verica. 

Rev. Tomb or monumental altar; to left c, 
to right f. 

Wt. 0-29 gm. 


CANTII 

Aimninus (c. a.d. 15). 

5-6. Obv. a in centre of two interlaced squares 
with curved sides. 

Rev. Bird to right. 

Wt. 0-39 gm.; 0-31 gm. (Mack 316). 

CATUVELLAUNI 

Epaticcus (c. a.d. 25-35). 

7. Obv. Head of Hercules to right; in front, 

EPATI. 

Rev. Eagle facing with outspread wings and 
head turned left, standing on a serpent. 
Wt. 1-03 gm. (Mack 263). 

8. Obv. Winged Victory seated right holding 

wreath tasciov. 

Rev. Boar to right; below, ep at. 

Wt. 1-13 gm. (Mack 263a). 

9. Obv. epati. Above and below, an annulet 

enclosing a pellet. 

Rev. Boar’s head to right; below ta. 

Wt. 0-31 gm. (Mack 264). 

Of the coins of the Atrebates and Regni the 
coin of Tincommius appears to be quite new, but 
the lion type on the reverse is known in this series 
on rare minims of Verica of which no. 2 in the list 
is an example. This latter coin has the same types 
as a minim found at Owlesbury near Winchester 
and published in an earlier number of the journal, 
but the reverse appears to be from a different die. 
Where on the earlier coin traces of the letters r 
and x were discerned, flanking the trefoil below 
the lion, on the present coin the trefoil appears 
to be flanked simply by annulets. 

The remaining two minims of Verica are both 
new. On the obverse of no. 3 a two-line inscription 
gives the not uncommon abbreviation of the 
king’s name, vir, accompanied by the enigmatic 
letters, var. Coin no. 4 is the most interesting and 
novel of the whole group. The king’s name is 
given in full, with the letters of verica disposed 
circularly around a bucranium, a novel type in 
the Ancient British coinage. On the reverse the 
appearance of an architectural type is something 
quite unexpected in this series. The precise identi- 
fication of the building remains a matter of con- 
jecture. The domed roof suggests that it is a tomb, 
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presumably a royal tomb, possibly that of Verica’s 
father, Commius. With the exception of the domed 
roof the details of the reverse type are strongly 
reminiscent of a Roman coin type. The angled 
base of the structure, and the double doors on the 
front, each decorated with two studs, recall the 
monumental altar on the reverse of the Dims 
Augustus Pater bronze asses of Tiberius. 1 On the 
Roman type the altar is flanked by the letters s-c 
in exactly the position occupied by the letters c-f 
on this minim. That the types of Roman gold and 
silver coins are reflected in the late Ancient British 
coinage is a commonplace, and there is no lack of 
archaeological evidence for the presence of the 
Roman originals in Britain, but it is difficult to 
produce hard evidence for familiarity with Roman 
bronze coinage before the Claudian invasion. 


The minims, nos. 5 and 6, with letter a on the 
obverse, are further examples of the coin which 
has been identified as part of the rare coinage 
attributed to Amminus, thought to be a chieftain 
of the Cantii. 

The last group consists of three coins of 
Epaticcus, son of Tasciovanus of the Catuvellauni, 
and brother of Cunobelin. The types of all three 
coins are known. A few examples of no. 7 are 
recorded but no. 8 is only the second example of 
the coin found in the Bagendon excavations, 
while no. 9 was previously known only from an 
electrotype in the British Museum of a minim of 
uncertain provenance. This new example enables 
the reverse type to be identified as a boar’s head 
accompanied by the letters t a. 

R. A. G. CARSON 


THE SELLINDGE (ALDINGTON) KENT FIND, 1974-1975 

In June 1974 Miss Diana Price discovered two silver groats of 1553-4 during the ploughing of a field 
at Partridge Farm, Sellindge, Kent. A further search on 9 March 1975, by members of the Ashford 
Archaeological Society, disclosed a further fourteen sixteenth-seventeenth-century silver coins in an 
area no larger than a dinner plate. At an inquest held at Ashford on 3 June 1975 it was decided that 
the find did not constitute Treasure Trove and the coins were returned to the finders. 

The coins are badly worn and appear to have been lost during the second half of the seventeenth 
century at a date considerably later than that of the latest coin (1643-5). 


Mary 1 1553M 


Weight in grains 

1-2. 

Groats 1553-4 

mm pomegranate 

16 9, 19-4 

Philip and Mary 1554-8 



3. 

Groat 1554-8 

mm lis 

20-6 

Elizabeth 1 1558-1603 



4. 

Sixpence 1565 

mm rose 

27-9 

5-7. 

Sixpences 1568 

mm coronet 

25-9, 34-5, 35-6 

8. 

Sixpence 1578 

mm plain cross 

30-2 

9. 

Sixpence 1580 

mm plain cross 

29-7 

10. 

Threepence 15?? 

mm? 

12-8 

James 

I 1603-25 



11. 

Shilling 1603-4 

mm thistle, second bust 

74-8 

12. 

Half-groat 1603-19 

mm? 

9-5 

Charles 1 1625-49 



13-15. 

Sixpences 1636-8 

mm tun 

35-8, 35-8, 39-8 

16. 

Sixpence 1643-5 

mm (P) or (R) 

39-5 


STEPHEN A. CASTLE 


1 BMCRE i, Tiberius 146 ff., a.d. 22-30. 
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A SMALL HOARD OF SEVENTEENTH-CENTURY 
TOKENS, BUSHEY, HERTS., 1965 

A small hoard of seventeenth-century tokens 
was found in 1965 beneath the floorboards of a 
bedroom at No. 6 High Street, Bushey. 1 This 
house is part of an interesting group of eight 
opposite the parish church and pond, ranging in 
period from the sixteenth to the nineteenth 
centuries. It is undoubtedly the oldest of the 
group, forming part of a timber-framed hall house 


of two bays, with angled queen posts, built ap- 
proximately in the year 1500. 2 An upper floor was 
inserted, probably in the early seventeenth cen- 
tury. This house would have been one of the more 
important residences in the village of Bushey 
during the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. 

Six tokens were found, three of Bushey trades- 
men and three of Watford. The town of Watford 
is only three miles distant from Bushey. It is sig- 
nificant that four, if not five, of the tokens have 
connections with inns and brewing. A number 






HIGH STREET, BUSHEY 


1. Early 19th century 

2. 1500 circa timber framed hall house (where hoard was found) 

3. Half-timbered late 16th and early 17th century 

4. Twin-bayed half-timbered 17th century 

5. Small 18th century 

6. Late 18th century 

7. 1 800 circa 

8. Early 19th century 

9. Half-timbered 17th century 

10. Modern Red Lion (on site of 17th-century inn) 


(No. 2) 

(No. 4 & 6) 
(No. 8 & 10) 
(Nos. 12 to 16) 
(No. 18) 

(No. 20) 

(No. 22 & 24) 
(No. 26) 


Based on a map shown in Bushey Then and Now, Booklet No. 6 (Grant Longman 
and Graham Bailey). 


1 I. D. Brown and M. Dolley, A Bibliography of a Graham Bailey and Grant Longman, Bushey 
Coin Hoards of Great Britain and Ireland 1500-1967 Then and Now Booklet No. 6 (1971), p. 6. 

(1971) (ER 20). 
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of lead pieces of uncertain date were found with 
them. 

The tokens are as follows: 

1. Unpublished ★ ieremiah • dell • 
Malt Shovel 
★ in • bvshey • 1664 

D 

♦ ♦ 

I ♦ E 

Farthing brass 360° 


The fact that the lettering is inverse indicates 
that this token was actually formed from the two 
tokens mentioned above and not from dies. Lead 
is of course a very soft metal. It seems likely 
from the irregularity of the flan that it consists of 
two uniface flans pressed together. 

This strange home-made piece was probably 
the result of a shortage of the issuer’s brass 
tokens. Dell must have had a Page token to 
hand. Bushey and Harrow are less than five 
miles apart. 



This token was completely unknown prior to 
the finding of the hoard. The device of a malt 
shovel indicates that the issuer might well have 
been an innkeeper. 

Jeremiah Dell was a well-known person in 
Bushey, holding office as churchwarden (1656-7), 
overseer of the poor (1658-9) and (1667-9), and 
surveyor of the highways (1660-1) and (1670-1). 
His name first appears on the local records as a 
defaulter at the View of Frankpledge of Bushey 
Manor in 1648. He was taxed for three hearths in 
1661. He died in 1681, his wife, Elizabeth, having 
been buried two years previously. It is possible 
that Jeremiah Dell lived in the house where two 
tokens bearing his name have been found. 

2. Unpublished 

A lead impression of the obverse above muled 
with the impression of the reverse of a Middle- 
sex token (W 89) issued by Nathaniel Page, 
a Harrow grocer. The reverse reads 

AT HARROW ON Y E HILL 
N 

P ♦ 

♦ 

Farthing size 360° 


3. W 73 * WILL : LITCHFIELD • OF • BUSHEY 
Lion Rampant holding an arrow £ 

ft JOHN • PILE • OF • BUSHEY 

16 Malt Shovel 69 
Brass farthing 360° 


Will Litchfield and John Pile may have been 
partners — joint landlords of the Red Lion which 
still exists in the High Street (No. 50), only a 
hundred yards away from the house where this 
token was found. It is known that there was an 
Inn of the same name on the site in the seven- 
teenth century. The present building dates from 
1895. 

Like Dell, Will Litchfield was a prominent 
resident in Bushey, and his name frequently 
appears in the records during the period 1651-78. 
He was a copyholder and traded as a builder. 

It is interesting to note that the device on 
Jeremiah Dell’s token corresponds with that on 
the reverse of this piece. 





4. W 212 & GEORGE ♦ BROCKETT ♦ AT ♦ Y E 

Swan 

in ♦ wattford ♦ Hlr6fc6$r8<r 

HIS 

HALFE 

PENY 

Brass farthing 180° ♦ r B s+ 

An innkeeper’s token ♦ 
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A specimen of this lead piece is referred to in 
W. Longman’s notebook (now in Hertford 
Museum). Longman’s collection was sold at 
Glendinings in 1957 and this lead token is men- 
tioned in the catalogue (17 July 1957). It is now 
in the Norweb collection in the U.S.A. We have 
come across no other specimen. 

A later token was issued by the same two issuers 
in 1669 (W 216). 


The Swan still exists in the Lower High Street, 
having been rebuilt twice since the seventeenth 
century. 

5. W 220 ♦ IOHN • & IONATHON" NEWMAN 

Lion Rampant 

TALLOW • CHANDLER . WATFORD 

£ above stick of 7 candles 
Brass farthing 360° 



Another innkeeper’s token. Probably related, 
these two issuers seem to have combined the 
trade of innkeeping with that of chandler. The 
‘Red Lion’ was situated in the High Street near 
the entrance to the old public market. 

6. Unpublished • t*jerman 
in 

WAT 

Cottage Loaf (on both faces) 

J. BVRGES 


FORD 

1653 (Border of rosettes) 

Lead farthing 360° 



7. A lead token (cast), diam 12-5 mm. 

One face bears crude lettering i k within a 
circle. The other face bears the letter E within 
a circle. The size and style of this piece is similar 
to that of an early London tradesman’s farthing 
token of cast pewter dated 1644 (Norweb collec- 
tion, U.S.A.). 1 



8. Another cast lead token, diam. 17 mm. 

This is uniface and bears a distinctive cross. 
The blank reverse has a raised rim. 

It is almost impossible to date this piece. 
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Medieval English Jetons. By George Berry. 

London, Spink & Son, 1974. 83 pp., 14 plates. 

This modest book is the first in English to be 
devoted to its subject since Barnard’s ponderous 
and pretentious work. It is strictly confined to 
those of English make, which Barnard did not 
recognize for what they are, and which, as I can 
testify from twenty-five years’ coverage of the 
archaeological scene, do in fact account for most 
of the English finds from most of the period of 
their production — to be precise, from the 1280s 
until the middle of the fourteenth century, after 
which they are rapidly overtaken by imports. 
Unlike ‘Barnard’, Berry’s catalogue is systematic, 
expandable, and eminently usable: it is possible 
to see at a glance what types have been found in 
combination and how they may be linked, through 
shared punches, with the ‘Fox-classes’ of pennies. 
The ‘break-through’ in this connection was L. A. 
Lawrence’s brilliant little article, which far out- 
weighs Barnard’s contribution. Berry has ex- 
ploited Lawrence’s discovery as fully as the 
specimens themselves allow, but without benefit 
of the archaeological associations that almost 
entirely confirm him. His description of reckoning 
with counters, as apparently revived with the 
‘Romanesque Renaissance’ in Lotharingia, and 
of its particular application in the English Ex- 
chequer and Wardrobe, is as clear as any I 
have seen. 

On the other hand, the division into ‘Edward I’ 
and ‘Edward II’ is unnecessary and can be con- 
fusing. The sterling coinage is one, from 1279 to 
at least the 1 330s, and so is the issue of ‘sterling’ 
jettons. Some of those on Plates 5 and 6 have 
archaeological associations well into Edward III, 
while Plate 6, 1, is not a jetton at all but a mid- 
fifteenth-century Blanc aux Couronnelles of 
Charles VII. Rouyer and Hucher, Histoire du 
jeton an moyen Age (1858, but still useful and not 
excessively rare), includes English ones and should 
be in the bibliography. Boethius, one of the 
authors most studied in the eighth and ninth 
centuries, was much more than a mathematician, 
but it is hard to think that any of his points 
could have been ignored. Finally, the last six 
plates, though interesting, are largely padding, 
and a view of the excavation of Baynard’s Castle, 
where the Wardrobe was actually situated, would 

5433 C 76 H 


have served better than St. Andrew-by-the-Ward- 
robe. s. E. r. 

Numismatics. By Philip Grierson. London, 
Oxford University Press, 1975. x+211 pp., 
67 figures. £3-95. 

This is an idiosyncratic book, befitting so ori- 
ginal a scholar. Would it were more so, for, having 
announced radical and perspicacious revisions, 
Dr. Grierson too often scuttles back into the 
‘largely false’ orthodoxy deemed proper to an 
elementary handbook, leaving only a strange 
imbalance. The two opening, historical, chapters, 
‘The Western Tradition’ and ‘The Eastern Tradi- 
tions’ are nearly equal in length. It is admitted 
that only the Far-eastern stands truly apart ; that 
Muslim coinage, little more aniconic than much 
of Christendom, is Western but for its language. 
But it is ‘barbarian’ in the Greek sense, so back 
it goes into the unreadable Orient. And back 
come ‘Greek’, ‘Roman’ (just another Hellenistic 
coinage, to begin with), ‘Medieval and Modern’, 
and all that, leaving so full a treatment of the 
Far East that the intermittent coinage of Japan 
gets five pages — as much as that of all medieval 
Christendom, on which Dr. Grierson could speak 
with such authority. This is more than ‘being fair 
to the Third World’; it is a quixotic form of self- 
denial that denies the readers too. Again, and 
rightly. Dr. Grierson stresses the formal and 
ritual role of money at certain times and places, 
to balance the preoccupations of over-mercantile 
historians. Yet in doing so he almost ignores the 
small change that has saturated most markets. 
Eastern and Western, since the Hellenistic age 
and is what the beginner in fact encounters. Here 
only China, which until lately knew no other 
coinage, has its due. He is also unjust to jettons, 
which are seldom ‘very roughly struck’ but as 
well or better than contemporary coins. 

However, the strength of the book lies in its 
middle sections — on the theory and practice of 
types and legends; on the legal and technical 
aspects of mintage; on the use and abuse of 
hoards and site-finds; on gradations of imitation 
and ‘immobility’; and with notable clarity, on 
physical and statistical methods. The section on 
numismatic scholarship is unexpectedly weak — 
mainly about collecting, with no mention of 
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Eckhel or Mommsen. All these discourses are 
enlivened with examples from the boundless 
reading of Dr. Grierson, who is known not least 
as a bibliographer. A short bibliography is the 
only part of this book that is weighted in the 
British and American interest. Some tables whose 
intention is to familiarize readers with the metric 
weights of ‘typical’ coins seem to present an 
erratic selection: the final guinea-weight dates 
from 1670, not 1662. s. e. r. 

The Coins of the British Commonwealth of Nations. 

Part 4, India, Volume 1, East India Company 

Presidency Series c. 1642-1835. By F. Prid- 

more. London, Spink & Son, 1975. £30. 

This volume, which covers one of the least 
studied of any British series of coins, has been 
awaited with keen anticipation by students of 
both Commonwealth and Indian coins. From 
the previous volumes in this series we have 
learned to expect a high standard of scholarship 
from Major Pridmore, and this latest work is 
no exception. 

The book has been divided into three sections 
dealing respectively with the Presidencies of 
Madras, Bombay, and Bengal. Each section 
contains a short historical summary, a detailed 
chronological survey of the coinage, and finally 
a catalogue of all the coins known to the author. 
In addition, there are a number of useful sections 
giving details of such subjects as balemarks, 
regnal years of Moghul Emperors, the Urdu 
inscriptions which appear on so many of the 
coins, maps showing the extent of the British 
possessions at various dates, and other essential 
background information. 

The detailed survey of the coinage has nume- 
rous quotations from contemporary records. 
Major Pridmore has searched through the records 
of the India Office Library with commendable 
thoroughness and has unearthed much material 
which had not previously been published. The 
necessity to compress such a massive amount of 
information into a volume of manageable pro- 
portions has meant that the prose style has 
suffered, but this is essentially a reference book, 
and is not intended to be read from cover to cover. 

In preparing the catalogue of coins, Major 
Pridmore has obviously encountered numerous 
problems. Many of the coins were struck with 

1 Num. Supp. xlv, Art. 324, ‘Some Rare Moghul 
Coins in the State Museum, Haidarabad (Deccan)’, 
by K. M. Ahmad. The description of this coin leaves 
much to be desired, but the illustration shows that the 


native designs or were of poor workmanship and 
did not attract the British collectors. As a result 
many of the issues are poorly represented in 
British collections, and throughout the catalogue 
Major Pridmore lists coins recorded as having 
been struck, but of which no specimens have been 
traced. The fact that at one time a mint might be 
striking coins of totally different designs for 
different purposes, makes a logical sequence for 
the various pieces described virtually impossible. 
The system chosen does have a few illogicalities; 
for instance, surely the Madras Alamgir Pagoda 
would be easier to find listed with the other coins 
of Moghul design, instead of with the Hindu style 
pagodas. However, the photographs which illus- 
trate practically every type through the catalogue 
make it easy to find any particular coin. Numer- 
ous line drawings clarify points of detail or re- 
construct the original design when, as is frequently 
the case, only a small portion appears on any one 
specimen. In the catalogue, only dates which have 
been examined by the author, or have been re- 
corded by reliable sources, have been listed. This 
is a wise policy in this series, which has been 
plagued by misreadings or misprints in previous 
works. It is a pity, however, that Major Pridmore 
does not always give the location of a specimen 
examined in the case of confirmed dates, or the 
source of his information in the case of uncon- 
firmed dates, so that future sceptical students 
may convince themselves that no mistakes have 
crept into this work. The proof reading has been 
done to a very high standard, but the amount of 
material makes it inevitable that some errors 
should appear, and I have noticed two of a trivial 
nature: on p. 231, coin No. 8 is described in 
Num. Supp. V (1905) not 1904, and on p. 121 the 
1770 gold 15-rupee coin is dated a.h. 1184, not 
1183. 

It is not difficult to find published references to 
dates not listed in the catalogue, especially among 
the Moghul style rupees, which are included in 
numerous catalogues of Moghul coins in museums 
in India. Most of these reveal nothing new about 
the coinage itself, and may have been intentionally 
omitted because the readings had not been con- 
firmed. A few, however, seem to call for some 
comment. In particular the two earliest coins of 
Moghul style from the Bombay mint have not 
been mentioned, a rupee of Jahandar struck in 
a.d. 1712, 1 and a rupee of Furrukhsiyar dated 

mint signature is probably Mumbai. The date, which 
is written backwards, should be A.H. 1124, and not 
1123 as stated. 
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1126 Yr. 2 or a.d. 1714. 1 These two pieces indicate 
that Bombay may have been striking Moghul 
style coins before being given formal approval 
by the Moghul Emperor in a.d. 1717. 

One of the problems which Major Pridmore 
has not solved is the identity of the first coins 
struck by the British in India, namely the Pagodas 
and Fanams struck in Madras in the years follow- 
ing a.d. 1642. The documentary evidence for 
these is admirably presented, but the coins illus- 
trated as possible examples are less convincing. 
In the British Museum there is at least one pagoda 
which has a crude version of the standing figure 
of Vishnu which is very similar to Taviernier’s 
illustration. The reverse of this piece is slightly 
mottled, very different from the granulated effect 
of the later issues, and could easily be said to be 
plain, and to conform to the contemporary de- 
scription. I feel that this piece is much more likely 
to be a specimen of the first Madras pagoda than 
the Hanuman piece illustrated by Major Prid- 
more, which has the appearance of being less 
than the 84 per cent fine specified in the records. 
But appearances can be misleading. 

As regards the Madras fanam, Sonnerat’s illus- 
tration bears a close resemblance to some coins 
in the British Museum described as Dutch Tan- 
jore Fanams. 2 The crude reverse design is often 
identical, and the obverse is very similar, except 
that the figure is more stylized and does not have 
raised arms. Their weight of 0-34 gm. probably 
proves that they are not Madras fanams mis- 
attributed, but close copies of them. Although the 
Hultzsch coin tentatively presented by Major 
Pridmore as a possible Madras fanam still awaits 
positive identification, all experts on South Indian 
coins agree that it must be a medieval coin from 
South India or Ceylon, and it only deserves men- 
tion in this book as being the prototype for the 
later fanams. Clearly there is much work to be 
done before these early pagodas and fanams can 
be satisfactorily classified, but an analysis of 
their metal content would provide useful in- 
formation, now that we know the specified fine- 
ness of the East India Company issues. 

Whereas the previous volumes in Major Prid- 
more’s study of the Coinage of the British 
Commonwealth may, without much exaggera- 
tion, be said to be the definitive work on the 
subject, this volume is not, and is not intended 
to be. It is, however, the unrivalled standard 
work on the subject, and it lays a firm foundation 

1 Catalogue of Coins in the Central Museum, Nagpur, 
Part II, by M. K. Hussain, Bombay, 1973, p. 95 coin 
no. 489 not illustrated. 


on which further studies on the coinage of the 
East India Company may be based. n. g. r. 

British Countermarks on Copper & Bronze Coins. 

By J. Gavin Scott. 179 pp., 4+10 pis., Lon- 
don, Spink & Son, £8-50. 

None, least of all the author, claims this book is 
complete. Indeed it were probably better titled 
‘Some British Countermarks . . Mr. Scott has, 
however, made a good, if tentative, beginning in 
mapping one of those nebulous regions of our 
subject which are now rightly engaging more 
attention than hitherto. His book is therefore to 
be welcomed in a field where books are still few. 
Yet the study of modem countermarks may soon 
enjoy a modest vogue: one thinks of a not dis- 
similar book on the Countermarks of the Ottoman 
Empire 1880-1922 recently published by K. M. 
Mackenzie and S. Lachman (Hawkins Publica- 
tions). 

After preliminary matter on the historical back- 
ground, the legal position (including ‘loopholes’) 
of unofficially countermarked coppers, and the 
truck system, the author divides his material into 
two main groups (to say nothing of ‘encircled’ 
pieces), attributed — struck on both British and 
foreign coins — and unattributed. The very full 
notes on the identified issuers in the first group 
are undoubtedly the most useful part of the work, 
though perhaps he is more certain of his attribu- 
tions in some instances than the evidence warrants. 
He reproduces some contemporary advertise- 
ments for Pears’ Soap, Lloyd's Weekly Newspaper, 
and the like. This is all valuable social history. 

The painstaking recording of large numbers of 
unidentifiable names and marks is of more doubt- 
ful value. Many, perhaps most, of these are, I feel 
sure, only single occurrences — ‘one-off jobs’ of 
the sort we all have met with in our collecting. 
They are the kind of thing which was, and no 
doubt still occasionally is, produced at whim. 
A few have a story to tell, perhaps, but it is not 
told and we do not know which they are. Their 
inclusion adds considerably to the bulk of the 
book, and thus to its cost, but does not seem to 
add much to its value. 

In conclusion a number of the attributed pieces 
are illustrated, mainly from the author’s own 
collection, though it is a pity some of the pictures 
are not more clear. Some very quaint items are 
included. d. l. f. s. 

2 A similar coin is illustrated in 1MC vol. i, pi. 
xxx, no. 10, described as an eighteenth- or nineteenth- 
century Travancore fanam. 
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General 

*Materialy do bibliografii mimizmatyki. medalo- 
grafii, sfragistyki i heraldyki polskiej { 1966 - 
1970), opracowali Stefan K. Kuczynski, 
Marta M^clewska, Bogdan Patryn, Jacek 
Strzalkowskj; redaktor Marta Mcclewska. 
Warszawa: Polskre Towarzystwo Archeolo- 
giczne i Numizmatyczne, Komisja Numiz- 
matyczna, 1973. x, 106 pp. 

* 25 lot ruchu numizinatycznego w Polsce Ludo- 
wej {1945-1969). Marian Haisig; pamieci 
Wladysiawa Terleckiego; . . . redaktor Marta 
Mcclewska. Warszawa: Polskic Towarzystwo 
Archeologiczne, Komisja Numizmatyczna, 
1972. 91 pp., XVI pis. 

*The Escallop: the magazine of Reading Coin 
Club, vol. 1 (no. 1), Spring 1972-vol. 2, 1974. 

* Irish Numismatics: Ireland's international coin 

magazine, edited by Derek Young (Dublin: 
Stagecast Publications), vol. 2 (no. 11), Sep- 
tember/October 1969— [to date], 

* Publicat ion del Circulo Numismatico de Rosario 

(Rosario, Argentina), no. 4, 1973. 

The annual reports of the FitzwiUiam Museum 
Syndicate and the Friends of the FitzwiUiam, 
Cambridge, for the year ending 31 December 

1972. [1973], [2], 28 pp., XII pis. Acquisitions 
include (p. 21) a silver medal of Charles I signed 
‘S. S. fecit’. 

*The Royal Mint Historic Collection, by G. P. 
Dyer. In The Newsletter {London Numismatic 
Club), 6 (2), May 1974, pp. 31-9. 

Roman coins from Folkestone, by Ken Fisher. In 
Kent Archaeological Review, no. 33, Autumn 

1973, pp. 95-6. Include one Celtic. 

Coins from Radfield (Sittingboume), 1972-73, by 
Robert Baxter. Ibid., no. 35, Spring 1974, 
p. 131, illus. One Celtic, one Roman. 

*Kungl. Myntkabincttet, Stockholm, 1971. Brita 
Malmer. In Nordisk Numismatisk Arsskrift — 
Scandinavian Numismatic Journal, 1972, 
pp. 221-33, illus. Finds noticed include (p, 228) 
Badclunda (Vastmanland), Bjurhovda (1 Sama- 
nid, 5 of AEthelred 11); and Tingstiide (Gotland), 
Karls, 1970 OEthelred II). 


Trouvailles monetaires de Gironde. Jacques 
Yvon. In Bulletin et Memoires de la Society 
Archeologique de Bordeaux, 67, 1973, pp. 115- 
24, illus. Include British coins. 

Coins and the archaeologist , edited by John Casey 
and Richard Reece. Oxford (122 Banbury 
Road, Oxford, 0X2 7BP): British Archaeologi- 
cal Reports, 1974. £3-50. [8], 271 pp., form, 
illus. (British Archaeological Reports, 4). ‘The 
result of a two day discussion on coins and 
archaeology held in the Institute of Archaeo- 
logy, London, in March 1973.’ 

Coin lists: some problems of the smaller site, by 
Peter Curnow. In Coins and the archaeologist 
. . ., 1974, pp. 52-63, illus. 

Data for dating, by John Collis. Ibid., pp. 1 73— 
83, illus. 

Interpreting coin-finds, by J. P. C. Kent. Ibid., 
pp. 184-200, illus. 

Some thoughts on the manner of publication of 
coins found in the course of archaeological 
excavations, by Michael Dolley. Ibid., 
pp. 224-33. 

*Criminal law: report on forgery and counterfeit 
currency. Law Commission. London: H.M. 
Stationery Office, [1973]. £0-68. iv, 96 pp. 
(H. C. 1972-3, 320; Law Comm. no. 55). 
Chairman: The Hon. Mr. Justice Cooke. 

Celtic 

*The question of the chronology of the Trans- 
danubian Celtic bronze coins. K. Bi'ro-Sey. In 
Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scientiarum 
Hungaricae, 24 (4), 1972, pp. 359-63, illus. 
(Recent results of Celtic investigations in Hun- 
gary: conference of the Hungarian Society for 
Archaeology and History of Art, 15 November 
1971). 

Temples or shrines on Gaulish coins. D. F. Allen. 
In The Antiquaries Journal, 53 (1), 1973, 
pp. 71^1, pis. xvi-xvii. 

*Celtic coins in the Royal Coin Cabinet, Stock- 
holm, by D. F. Allen. In Nordisk Numismatisk 
Arsskrift — Scandinavian Numismatic Journal, 
1972, pp. 5-26, illus. 
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*Eine rteue Serie britischer Goldstatere. Michael 
Mackensen. In Jahrbuch fiir Numismatik und 
Geldgeschichte, 23, 1973, pp. 45-51, pi. 4. 
‘British B2’. 

A functionalist approach to pre-Roman coinage, 
by John Colus. In Coins and the archaeologist 
, . ., 1974, pp. 1-11. 

The origin of some Ancient British coin types. 
Martin Henig. In Britannia, 3, 1972, pp. 209- 
23. 

Gallo-Belgic stater found on the Medway 
Marshes, by Jim Williams. In Kent Archaeo- 
logical Review , no. 33, Autumn 1973, pp. 67-8, 
illus. 

Ancient British coin from Folkestone, by Edna 
Mynott. Ibid., no. 36, Summer 1974, p. 165, 
illus. 

A gold stater of antedric. from Tintern. George 
C. Boon. In Monmouthshire Antiquary, 3(1), 
1970/1, pp. 62-3. 

Roman 

Romano-British coin hoards: their numismatic, 
archaeological and historical significance, by 
Anne S. Robertson. In Coins and the archaeo- 
logist . . ., 1974, pp. 12-36, illus. 

The interpretation of Romano-British site finds, 
by John Casey. Ibid., pp. 37-51, illus. 

Clustering of coin finds in Britain, France, and 
Italy, by Richard Reece. Ibid., pp. 64-77, 
illus. 

Numerical aspects of Roman coin hoards in 
Britain, by Richard Reece. Ibid., pp. 78-94, 
illus. 

Counterfeit coins in Roman Britain, by George 
C. Boon. Ibid., pp. 95-171, illus. 

Counterfeiting in Roman Britain . . ., by George 

C. Boon. In Scientific American, 231 (6), Dec. 
1974, pp. 120-30, illus. 

♦Archaeology and coinage in Roman Britain. 
P. J. Casey. In Newsletter ( London Numismatic 
Club), 6 (3), Oct. 1974, pp. 43-8. 

A short survey of the Roman coins found on four- 
teen sites in Britain. Richard Reece. In Britan- 
nia, 3, 1972, pp. 269-77. 

Silver denarii from Silverdale, Lancashire, by 

D. C. A. Shotter. In Transactions of the Cum- 
berland & Westmorland Antiquarian <6 
Archaeological Society, new series, 72, 1972, 
pp. 333^1, 2 pis. 


*A hoard of third-century Roman coins from 
Deeping St. James, Lines. R. A. G. Carson. 
In The Numismatic Chronicle, 7th series, 13, 

1973, pp. 69-74. 

*Bourton-on-the-Water (Gloucestershire) hoard 
of Constantinian folles. David W. Burge; ap- 
pendix . . H. A. W. Futcher and A. J. Baily. 
Ibid., pp. 98-125. 

The finding of Roman silver coins in the vicinity 
of the Giant’s Causeway. J. D. Bateson. In 
Ulster Journal of Archaeology, 34, 1971, 
pp. 50-7. 

Continental Europe 

Deux monnaies merovingiennes trouvees a Recul- 
ver (Kent). Jean Lafaurie. In Bulletin de la 
Societe Nationale des Antiquaires de France, 
1971, pp. 209-19, illus. 

The Sutton Hoo coins again. Philip Grierson. In 
Antiquity, 48 (190), June 1974. pp. 139-40. The 
Scandinavian leidang system further supports 
the idea that the number of ‘coins’ was deter- 
mined by the size of the crew. 

Coins found in Anglo-Saxon burials, by S. E. 
Rigold. In Coins and the archaeologist . . ., 

1974, pp. 201-5. 

Monetary expansion and recession: interpreting 
the distribution-patterns of seventh- and eighth- 
century coins, by D. M. Metcalf. Ibid., 
pp. 206-23, illus. 

♦Karolinskie wpiywy na mennictwo europejskic 
w X i XI w. Stanislaw Suchodolski. In 
Wiadomosci Numizmatyczne, 18 (67), 1974, 
pp. 17-22; summary in English, p. 23. ‘C'arolin- 
gian influence on European minting in the 10th 
and 11th centuries’, read at the International 
Numismatic Congress, New York, 10 Septem- 
ber 1973. 

Bidrag till studiet av Ethelredimitationer med 
obegripliga inskrifter. Brita Malmer. In 
Numismatiska Meddelanden, 31, 1973, pp. 34— 
45, illus.; summary in English. ‘A contribution 
to the study of AEthelred imitations with ille- 
gible inscriptions.’ 

Dansk efterligning af en samtidig irsk gengivelse 
af en engelsk penning fra Knud den Store. 
Michael Dolley. In Nordisk Numismatisk 
Unions Medlemsblad, no. 5, May 1974, pp. 1 38— 
42, illus. A Danish imitation of a contemporary 
Irish copy of an English penny of Cnut the 
Great. 
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To penninger fra Harald HardrSde funnel pa 
Vesterhavsoyene. Michael Dolley, Kolbjorn 
Skaare. Ibid., no. 8, Oct. 1973, pp. 221-6, 
illus. Two coins of Harold Hardrada, found in 
the Shetlands and in Ireland. 

♦Symposium: Pocatky grosove a zlate mince ve 
stredni Evrope (1250-1350) = Symposium: 
Les commencements de la grosse monnaie et 
de la monnaie d'or en Europe centrale (1250- 
1350), Praha-Liblice, du 14 au 20 septembre 
1970. Ostav ceskoslovenskych a svetovych d£jin 
CSAV, Numismaticka komise; Narodni mu- 
seum v Praze, Numismaticke oddSleni; Com- 
mission Internationale de Numismatique. In 
Numismaticky Sbornik, 12, [1971/2], pp. 1-268, 
illus. Includes contributions in English, French, 
and German. 

Deux tresors du debut du xtv 4mc siecle trouves 
dans le nord de la France. Robert et Michel 
Dhenin. In Revue du Nord , 55 (218), juillet/ 
septembre 1973, pp. 241-8, illus. The Merville 
find included coins of England, Ireland, and 
Scotland, and the Boulogne-sur-Mer find coins 
of England and Scotland. 

Un estcrlin incdit de Jean 1'Aveugle, comte de 
Luxembourg (1309-1346). Christian Meert. 
In Cercle d' Etudes Numismatiques, Bulletin , 
10 (4), oct./dec. 1973, pp. 82-3. 

Numismatic evidence and falling prices in the 
fourteenth century, by N. J. Mayhew. In The 
Economic History Review, 2nd series, 27 (1), 
Feb. 1974, pp. 1-15. 

*Middelalderm 0 nter i de sidste 10 ars danske 
kirkefund, af Kirsten Bendixen. In Nordisk 
Numismatisk Arsskrift — Scandinavian Numis- 
matic Journal, 1972, pp. 49-70, illus.; summary 
in English, p. 70. ‘Medieval coins found in 
Danish churches during the last 10 years’, 
including English Short Cross and Edward I— II. 

♦Montfund i danske kirkers pengeblokke: hvor 
lange kurserede senmiddelalderlig sniamont ?, 
af Jorgen Steen Jensf.n. Ibid., pp. 71-82, 
illus.; summary in English, p. 83. ‘Coins found 
in the poor-boxes of Danish churches: how 
long did late medieval coins circulate in Den- 
mark ?’ 

British Isles (in general) 

♦Catalogue of Anglo-Saxon and Norman coins, 
the collection of Dr. Brian Bird of Cleveland, 
Ohio, U.S.A. . . ., auctioneers Glendining & 
Co. ; catalogued by Spink & Son Ltd. ; day of 
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sale ... 20 November 1974 . . . [1974]. 50 pp., 
illus. (17/1974). ‘Apart from the stycas all are 
illustrated. The weight of each coin is given . . .’ 

Cricklade mint. M. J. Little. In Cricklade His- 
torical Society Bulletin, 8, 1973, pp. 4-6. 

♦Some Edwardian hoards from Scotland. 
B. H. I. H. Stewart. In The Numismatic 
Chronicle, 7th series, 13, 1973, pp. 134-43. 

You pays yer money and you takes yer choice: 
British slang for pounds and pennies, old and 
new. L. R. N. Ashley. In Names, 21 (1), 1973. 

Anglo-Saxon 

The ‘bird and branch' sceattas in the light of a 
find from Abingdon, by D. M. Metcalf. In 
Oxoniensia, 37, 1972, pp. 51-65, illus. 

♦Towards a revision of the internal chronology 
of the coinages of Edward the Elder and Pleg- 
mund. Michael Dolley. In Anglo-Saxon Eng- 
land, 3, 1974, pp. 175-7. 

♦A new type of solidus mancus. N. M. Lowick. In 
The Numismatic Chronicle, 7th series, 13, 1973, 
pp. 173-82, pi. 12. ‘Probably English.’ 

♦A parcel of later Anglo-Saxon pennies with a 
putative Finnish hoard-provenance. Michael 
Dolley and Elsa Lindberger. Ibid., pp. 126— 
33, pi. 7. 

A note on the earliest Finnish coin hoard with 
Anglo-Saxon pennies. Michael Dolley and 
Tuukka Talvio. In Suomen Museo, 80, 1973, 
pp. 25-8. 

A forgotten find of tenth-century English coins 
from Durrow. Michael Dolley. In Journal of 
the Old Athlone Society, I (3), 1973. 

The Anglo-Saxon coin. Michael Dolley. In 
Transactions of the South Staffordshire Archaeo- 
logical and Historical Society, 14, 1972/3, 
pp. 42-4, illus. A cut halfpenny of Edward the 
Martyr excavated at Tamworth. 

A further note on the Stafford (1800) hoard. Paul 
H. Robinson. In Staffordshire Archaeology, 1, 
1972, pp. 26-7. 

England (1066-1707), Great Britain (/707T) 

English medieval coins as dating evidence, by 
Marion M. Archibald. In Coins and the 
Archaeologist . . ., 1974, pp. 234-71. 

♦Catalogue of English coins in gold and silver 
[etc.], including silver coins from the Prestwich 
treasure trove . . . 13th . . . and . . . 14th Novem- 
ber 1974. Glendining & Co. [1974]. [2], 51 pp., 
6 pis. (16/1974). 



PUBLICATIONS NOTICED, AND ACCESSIONS TO THE LIBRARY 103 


“Catalogue of silver pennies of King Stephen . . . 
from the Prestwich (Duchy of Lancaster) hoard 
(1971) . . . (etc.], which will be sold by auction 
by Sotheby & Co. . . . 6th December 1974 . . . 
[1974]. [27] pp., [11] pis. (1974/5, no. 3). 

The English inflation of 1180-1220. P. D. A. Har- 
vey. In Past and Present, 61, Nov. 1973, pp. 
3-30. 

Medieval coin hoard from Mawnan parish. Edith 
Dowson. In Cornish Archaeology , 10, 1971, 
pp. 111-12. Edward 1-11. 

*A parcel of Edwardian sterlings of uncertain 
provenance, by Michael Dolley and Stuart 
N. Lane. In Irish Numismatics, no. 38, Mar./ 
Apr. 1974, pp. 79-80. Edward the Confessor 
[sic] to Edw'ard III, and Ireland, Edward I. 

“A small parcel of silver coins from an apparently 
unrecorded English find of the 14th century, by 
Stuart N. Lane and Michael Dolley. Ibid., 
no. 29, Sept. /Oct. 1972, pp. 201-2. 

Currency and the exchange rate in sixteenth- 
century England. J. D. Gould. In Journal of 
European Economic History , 2 (1), 1973. 

The Great Debasement and the supply of money. 
J. Gould. In Australian Economic History 
Review, 13 (2), 1973. 

“The finance and coinage of Henry VIII. F. S. 
Snow. In Newsletter (London Numismatic Club), 
6 (1), Jan. 1974, pp. 3-12. 

A contemporary estimate of the production of 
silver and gold coinage in England, 1542-1556. 
C. E. Challis and C. J. Harrison. In English 
Historical Review, 88, Oct. 1973, pp. 821-35. 

“An English sixpence of Elizabeth 1 found at 
Nevvry. Michael Dolley. In Irish Numismatics, 
no. 40, July/Aug. 1974, p. 153, illus. (Letters to 
the editor). 

“The sources of supply of silver bullion to the 
Royal Mint during the reigns of William III, 
Queen Anne, and George I. P. A. Rayner. In 
London Numismatic Club Newsletter, 5 (20), 
Autumn 1973, pp. 315-29. 

“Catalogue of the distinguished collection of Eng- 
lish gold coins, 1700-1900, including patterns 
and proofs, formed by Captain K. J. Douglas- 
Morris . . ., which will be sold by auction by 
Sotheby & Co. . . . 26th November 1974 . . . 
[1974]. [143] pp., illus. (1974/5, no. 2). 

The correspondence on the ‘dritanniar’ six- 
pence. Michael Santamas. In Numismatic 
Report, Cyprus Numismatic Society, 1972, 
pp. 30-4. 


Scotland 

A twelfth-century Scottish sterling from Annan- 
dale. Ian Stewart. In Dumfriesshire and Gallo- 
way Natural History and Antiquarian Society 
Transactions, 49, 1972, pp. 116-17. 

Ireland 

“An unexpected Irish dimension of the Anglo- 
Saxon coinage of Winchester, by Michael 
Dolley. In Nordisk Numismatisk Arsskrift = 
Scandinavian Numismatic Journal, 1972, pp. 27- 
47, illus.; sammanfattning, p. 48. The pre- 
dominance of Winchester among the proto- 
types of the Hiberno-Norse imitations of 
/Ethelred II Long Cross pennies. 

“The Viking-Age coins of Irish provenance in the 
Royal Coin Collection at Copenhagen, by 
Michael Dolley. In Irish Numismatics, no. 31, 
Jan. /Feb. 1973, pp. 21-2. The acquisitions of 
Jens Jacob Asmussen Worsaae in 1846-7. 

“The hoard-provenances of the Hiberno-Norse 
coins in Finnish collections, by Michael 
Dolley. Ibid., no. 33, May/June 1973, pp. 1 22— 
3. The finds are Hattula 1950, Paimio/Pemar 
1841, Raisio/Reso 1834, Hattula 1906, Nousi- 
ainen/Nousis 1895, Kurkijoki/Kronoborg 1866, 
and Lieto/Lundo 1897. 

“The Anglo-Irish coins in the Systematic Collec- 
tions of the Royal Coin Cabinet at Stockholm, 
by Michael Dolley. Ibid., no. 38, Mar./Apr. 
1974, pp. 57-62, illus. Includes tokens. 

“The Anglo-Irish coins in the Hermitage Museum 
at Leningrad, by Michael Dolley. Ibid., 
no. 39, May/June 1974, pp. 111-14, illus. 

“The Anglo-Irish coins at Borga Lyceum, Porvoo, 
by Michael Dolley, Ibid., no. 41, Sept./Oct. 
1974, pp. 185-6. Porvoo, Finland. Includes 
tokens. 

“Research in Anglo-Irish coins from a Soviet 
source, by W. A. Seaby. Ibid., pp. 191-2. The 
place of the Hermitage specimens in die studies 
of the Long Cross pennies of 1251-4 and of the 
Henry VIII half harps. 

“The Anglo-Irish coins in the Lincoln City and 
County Museum, by Michael Dolley. Ibid., 
7 (42), Nov./Dec. 1974, pp. 222-3. 

“A provisional note on some Kilkenny halfpence, 
by Michael Dolley. Ibid., no. 30, Nov./Dec. 
1972, pp. 243-5, illus. 

“Kilkenny money, by W. A. Seaby. Ibid., no. 35, 
Sept./Oct. 1973, pp. 197-8. 
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♦A unique William and Mary halfpenny?, by 
W. A. Seaby. Ibid., no. 33, May/June 1973, 
p. 113, illus. Reads gvlelmvs. 

♦Discovery of a Wood’s Hibernia harp-left half- 
penny die trial for the years 1723 and 1724, by 
Stanley I. Sherr. Ibid., no. 41, Sept./Oct. 
1974, pp. 180-1, illus. Reprinted from The 
Numismatist , 86 (10), Oct. 1973, pp. 1765-7. 

♦A provisional note on the 1804 Bank of Ireland 
token for six shillings Irish, by Michael Dol- 
ley. Ibid., no. 35, Sept. /Oct. 1973, pp. 208-16, 
illus. 

*The most obvious criterion of the proof of the 
1806 farthing Irish, by Michael Dolley; 
photographs by W. A. Seaby. Ibid., no. 37, 
Jan./Feb. 1974, pp. 29-32, illus. 

♦Some remarks on Thomas Wyon’s 1813 pattern 
pennies Irish, by Michael Dolley and W. A. 
Seaby. Ibid., no. 32, Mar./Apr. 1973, pp. 46-50, 
illus. 

English-speaking World 

*The red book of United States coins, 1974: a 
guide book of United States coins: fully- 
illustrated catalog and valuation list, 1616 to 
date . . , by R. S. Yeoman; edited by Kenneth 
Bressett. 27th revised edn. Racine, Wisconsin: 
Western Publishing Company Inc., 1973. 
256 pp., illus. (Whitman coin products). Cover 
title ‘A guide book of United States coins’. 
Includes tokens. 

The colonial monetary standard of Massachu- 
setts, by Roger W. Weiss. In The Economic 
History Review, 2nd series, 27 (4), Nov. 1974, 
pp. 577-92. 

* Coins of Canada , by J. A. Haxby and R. C. 
Willey. 2nd edn. Racine, Wisconsin: Western 
Publishing Company Inc., 1973. 160 pp., illus. 
(Whitman coin products). Includes tokens. 

Documents relating to currency, exchange and 
finance in Canada. A. E. H. Petrie. In Transac- 
tions of the Canadian Numismatic Research 
Society, 9 (2), Apr. 1973, pp. 58-119; 9 (3), 
July 1973, pp. 144-67. 

*A guide book of modern British Commonwealth 
coins, containing full mintage records and 
retail market valuations in several grades of 
conditions . . . from mid- 19th century to date 
. . ., by Robert P. Harris. Racine, Wisconsin: 
Western Publishing Company Inc., Whitman 
Hobby Division, 1970. 125 pp., illus. 


Recording new varieties. Michael Santamas. In 
Numismatic Report, Cyprus Numismatic Society, 
1972, pp. 28-9. Cyprus bronze, 1881, 1886, and 
1971. 

Non-Cypriot coins legal tender in Cyprus. F. 
Pridmore. Ibid., pp. 63-8. 

Tokens 

Two mediaeval jettons from Buittle Castle, Dal- 
beattie, Kirkcudbrightshire. R. B. K. Steven- 
son. In Dumfriesshire and Galloway Natural 
History and Antiquarian Society Transactions, 
49, 1972, p. 118. 

Sunderland local coinage. T. F. Hunter. In Anti- 
quities of Sunderland, 25, 1970/3, pp. 76-82, 
illus. 

Staffordshire trade tokens of the seventeenth cen- 
tury. E. A. Watkin. In North Staffordshire 
Journal of Field Studies, 13, 1973, pp. 9-10, 
illus. 

Square dealing. Primrose Rostron. In Black- 
countryman, 7, Spring 1974, pp. 36-9, illus. 

♦A hitherto unrecorded halfpenny token of James 
Maculla, by Francis Heaney. In Irish Numis- 
matics, no. 31, Jan. /Feb. 1973, pp. 1, 8-10, 
illus. Dated 1724. 

♦Some specimen-strikings of Matthew Boulton’s 
Cronebane and Enniscorthy token halfpence 
of 1789 and 1800, by Michael Dolley. Ibid., 
no. 40, July/Aug. 1974, pp. 142-3, illus. 

♦Irish tavern tokens, by A. E. J. Went. Ibid., 
7 (42), Nov./Dec. 1974, pp. 213-15, illus. 
Issuers of tokens unlisted by E. J. French. 

♦Daniel O’Hara’s tavern token. F. E. Dixon. 
Ibid., no. 41, Sept./Oct. 1974, pp. 169, 193, 
illus. (Cover story). As Macalister 783. 

H.M.S. ‘Shannon’ and early Nova Scotia half- 
pennies. R. C. Willey. In Transactions of the 
Canadian Numismatic Research Society, 9 (3), 
July 1973, pp. 134-5; also Canadian Numis- 
matic Journal, 18 (9), Oct. 1973, pp. 289-90. 
Argues that Breton 880-1 do not represent 
H.M.S. Shannon but are taken from tokens 
respectively of Ireland and of Gloucestershire. 

♦Some London trade tickets of the 1820’s-1850’s. 
R. N. P. Hawkins. In London Numismatic Club 
News Letter, 5 (20), Autumn 1973, pp. 307-10. 

Paper money 

Old Scottish banknotes, I. J. Douglas. In Scottish 
Bankers Magazine, 65 (259), 1973. 
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♦The private banks and their notes, by Derek 
Young. In Irish Numismatics , no. 30, Nov./ 
Dec. 1972-no. 42, Nov./Dec. 1974. 

♦Northern Ireland banknotes, by Derek Young. 
Ibid. , no. 38, Mar./Apr. 1 974-no. 42, Nov./Dec. 
1974. 

*Om sedlar: konslniirer, forslag och upplagor, av 
Ernst Nathorst-Boos. In Nordisk Numis- 
matisk Arsskrift = Scandinavian Numismatic 
Journal, 1972, pp. 102-47, illus.; summary in 
English, p. 147. ‘On bank-notes: artists, sugges- 
tions and issues.’ 

♦South Australian paper currency of the banks 
of issue, 1837-1910, and private note issues, 
1836-1875. Geoffrey William Tomlinson. In 
Australian Numismatic Journal, 24, 1973, 
pp. 1-16, illus. 

German forgeries of the pound sterling. Reg. 
Auckland. In International Bank Note Society 
Quarterly Magazine, 12 (6), Dec. 1973, pp. 366- 
8 . 

Medals, badges 

♦Ribbons and medals: the world's military and 
civil awards, by the late Captain H. Taprell 
Dorlinc. . . . (‘Taffrail’), in association with the 
late L. F. Guill; this edition revised under the 
editorship of Francis K. Mason. London: 
George Philip, 1974. £5 00. 359 pp., illus. 

A silver medallion of Charles I. E. Clive Rouse. 
In The Antiquaries Journal, 51 (2), 1971, p. 316. 

The Cunningham Medal of the Royal Irish 
Academy, by Arthur E. J. Went. In Pro- 
ceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, section C, 
73 (3), 1973, pp. 99-105, pi. i. 


Medallas chilenas conmemorativas de Cochrane. 
Alamiro de Avila Martel. In Boletin de la 
Academia Chilena de la Historia, no. 85, 1971, 
pp. 201-5, illus. Chilean medals commemorat- 
ing Admiral Thomas Cochrane, 10th Earl of 
Dundonald. 

♦Major William Hough of the Bengal Army, 
A. G. Stone. In Newsletter ( London Numis- 
matic Club), 6 (1), Jan. 1974, pp. 17-22. 

Queen Victoria’s Diamond Jubilee medalets 
struck by Stokes and Sons, Medallists, Mel- 
bourne, 1897. In Report of the Australian 
Numismatic Society, 1973, pp. 396-402. 

The medals of the Royal Dublin Society, by 
Arthur E. J. Went. In Proceedings of the 
Royal Dublin Society, series B, 3 (13), pp. 65- 
190. 

*Katalog medali wybitych tv Mennicy Pahstwo- 
wej w Warszawie to roku 1969, tekst Alek- 
sandra Kopydlow.sk a; redaktor Czeslaw 
Kaminski. Warszawa: Polskie Towarzystwo 
Archeologiczne i Nuniizmatyczne, Komisja 
Numizmatyczna, 1972. 47 pp., illus. 

*Katalog medali wybitych w Mennicy Panslwo- 
wej w Warszawie w roku 1971 , teksty Bogna 
Arnold; redaktor Czeslaw Kaminski. War- 
szawa: Polskie Towarzystwo Archeologiczne, 
Komisja Numizmatyczna, 1972. 59 pp., illus. 

♦ The works asterisked have been added to the 
library by donation, exchange, or purchase. The 
other publications noticed are confined to contribu- 
tions to periodicals and other collections, and 
exclude in addition this Journal, Coins and Medals, 
Spink's Numismatic Circular, and Seaby’s Coin 
and Medal Bulletin. 
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General 

*The Newsletter, London Numismatic Club: a 
chronological table of contents, vol. I, part 1 
to vol. V, part 20, 1947-1973, compiled by 
Alex. G. Stone. [Enfield (44 Lowther Drive, 
Enfield, Middlesex, EN2 7JW)]: A. G. Stone, 
[1974], [1], ii, 27 pp. £1. 

‘Kring Malmohus: en arsbok utgiven av Malmo 
Museum, argang 4, 1973-74; redaktor Bengt 
Salomonsson. [Malmo]: [the Museum], 1974. 
230 pp.: illus. 18 kr. 

‘The President’s address . . . 1975. R. A. G. 
Carson. In The Numismatic Chronicle , 7th 
series, vol. xv, 1975, pp. i-xvi (The Journal of 
the Royal Numismatic Society, session 
1974-75). Includes ‘A history of the Royal 
Numismatic Society, 1 : 1836-1874', pp. iv-xvi. 

*Sylloge of coins of the British Isles, 2] : Coins 
in Yorkshire collections: the Yorkshire 
Museum, York; the City Museum, Leeds; [and] 
the University of Leeds, Part I: Coins from 
Northumbrian mints, c. 895-1279, [and] Part 
II: Ancient British issues and later coins from 
other English, Irish and Scottish mints to 1279, 
by Elizabeth J. E. Pirie. London: Oxford 
University Press and Spink for the British 
Academy, 1975. Ixvii, 139 pp., liv, [2] pis. : map. 
£11-75. Includes ‘Non-British coins of the 
early Iron Age’. 

*A hundred and one coins: some of the varieties 
of cows commonly brought for identification, 
compiled by George C. Boon from the collec- 
tions of the National Museum of Wales. 
Cardiff: the Museum, 1973. [40] pp. : illus. 
£0-40. Includes a coin weight, tokens, etc. 

* Numismatics. Philip Grierson. London [etc.]: 
Oxford University Press, 1975. x, 211 pp. : illus. 
£3-95; £1-50 paperback (OPUS 70). 

‘Nicolaus Copernicus — a physician of coinage. 
Marta Meclewska. In Wiadomosci Numiz- 
matyezne, xvii (zeszyt dodatkowy: Polish 
Numismatic News, II), 1973, pp. 3-15. 
‘Special issue for the International Numismatic 
Congress . . 

‘Statistical method of investigating the structure 
of currency circulation from coin finds. Andrzej 


Matuszewski and Jerzy Wielowiejski. Ibid., 
pp. 17-25. 

‘The organisation of minting in 11th- and 12th- 
century Poland. Stanislav/ Suchodolski. 
Ibid., pp. 63-80: diagrs. 

‘Coin imitations and forgeries in the Middle 
Ages. Ryszard Kiersnowski. Ibid., pp. 81-9. 

‘Problems of counterfeit currency in the 15th 
century in the light of Polish and Czechoslovak 
finds. Jerzy Pininski. Ibid., pp. 91-104: illus. 

Technique de fabrication des ateliers anglais et 
fran?ais du ix e siecle au xiti' siecle: resume. 
D. Sellwood. In Bulletin de la Societe Frangaise 
de Numismatique, 30 (9), novembre 1975, pp. 
835-6. Discussion by Mme Dumas and M. 
Lafaurie, p. 836, 

‘The mints at Colchester, by R. Seaman. In 
Programme [of] a numismatic congress, Satur- 
day 20th September 1975 [at the] George Hotel, 
High Street, Colchester . . ., [presented by] Col- 
chester & District Numismatic Society in con- 
junction with the Essex Numismatic Society, 
[1975], pp. [2-3], 

‘Thomas Humphrey Paget, O.B.E., 1893—1974: 
a memorial exhibition of his coins, medals 
and seals: [introductory leaflet], G. P. Dyer. 
London: Royal Mint, 1975. [3] pp. (folded 
sheet): illus. 

Celtic 

‘Die alteste keltische Gold- und Silberpragung in 
England. Michael Mackensen. In Jahrbuch 
fiir Numismatik und Geldgeschichte, 24, 1974, 
pp. 7-63, pis. 1-6: maps, tables, diagrs. 
Classifies gold staters into British A I, A2, Bl, 
and B2, and Hod Hill type A of ‘Durotrigian’ 
silver staters into varieties a and b; publishes 
a die-link between Gallo-Belgic E and British 
B2; connects British A2 with Hod Hill A var. 
a; and examines the relative and absolute 
chronology of these series. 

A coin of Caratacus in the National Museum of 
Wales. G. C. Boon. In Bulletin of the Board of 
Celtic Studies, 25 (2), 1973, pp. 243-5. From 
the Savernake hoard (1875)? 
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Two Durotrigian coins from Glamorgan. G. C. 
Boon. Ibid., pp. 245-6. Finds at Hirwaun and 
Pyle. 

Roman 

*A mid-third-century hoard from Brighton, 
Sussex. John Casey. In The Numismatic 
Chronicle, 7th series, vol. xiv, 1974, pp. 185-9. 

*An introduction to the coinage of the first 
British Empire, by Norman Shiel. In New 
Zealand Numismatic Journal, vol. 13 (no. 52), 
July 1975, pp. 161-4. Issue dated June 1975 
at head of article. 

*A new aureus of Carausius. N. Shiel. In Jaar- 
boek voor Munt- en Pentiingkunde, 58/59, 1971/ 
2, pp. 142-3, pi. XVI. 

The legionary antoninianus of Allectus. N. Shiel. 
In Britannia, 4, 1973, pp. 224-6. 

*Chipperfield (Herts.) treasure trove. R. A. G. 
Carson. In The Numismatic Chronicle, 7th 
series, vol. xiv, 1974, pp. 182-4. 

*Warsop (Notts.) treasure trove of Constan- 
tinian folles. R. F. Bland and R. A. G. Car- 
son; discussion of the pot by Catherine Johns. 
Ibid., pp. 53-64. 

*The Oldcroft (1971-2) hoard of bronze coins 
and silver objects. J. F. Rhodes; with a con- 
tribution from J. P. Wild. Ibid., pp. 65-74. 

Continental Europe 

*Four Carolingian coins found at Wijk-bij- 
Duurstede and now in the Royal Coin Cabinet 
at Stockholm, by Michael Dolley and Tamas 
Sakkany. In Jaarboek voor Munt- en Penning- 
kttnde, 58/59, 1971/2, pp. 5-9, pi. I. 

*An unpublished hoard-provenance for the ninth- 
century coinage of Hedeby. Michael Dolley 
and Tuukka Talvio. In The Numismatic 
Chronicle, 7th series, vol. xiv, 1974, pp. 190-2, 
pi. 16d. Cuerdale hoard. 

*Wczesnosredniowieczny skarb srebrny z 
Chabrowki kolo Kijowa. Maria Czapkiewicz, 
Anna Kmietowicz; aneks, St. Suchodolski. 
In IViadomosci Numizmatyczne, xvii (63), 1973, 
pp. 16^15: illus.; summary, pp. 45-6. ‘An early 
medieval silver hoard from Chabrowka near 
Kiev’: discovered in 1916, there now remain 
106 dirhems (a.h. 130-339) and 23 West 
European coins, including three of /Ethelred II 
and one of Cnut. 

*Sigtuna-mynt i Finlands Nationalmuseum, av 
Tuukka Talvio. In Nordisk Numismatisk 


Arsskrift, 1973/4, pp. 8-14: illus.; summary, 
pp. 14—15. ‘Some coins from Sigtuna in the 
National Museum, Helsinki’. 

En gotlandsk silverskatt med en grupp av pseudo- 
iriska mynt patraffad vid 1800-talets borjan. 
Michael Dolley. In Fornvdnnen, 69 (1), 1974, 
pp. 30-4, illus. The Myrungs (Gotland) hoard 
1807, deposited c. 1004, contained a group of 
Swedish imitations of Hiberno-Norse coins. 

*The Berbati hoard, 1953: deniers tournois and 
sterlings from the Frankish Morea. D. M. 
Metcalf. In The Numismatic Chronicle, 7th 
series, vol. xiv, 1974, pp. 119-24, pi. 12. 

Les deniers et les oboles au nom d’un roi Edouard, 
due d’Aquitaine: resume. J. D. Brand. In 
Bulletin de la Societe Frangaise de Numis- 
matique, 30 (9), novembre 1975, pp. 836-8: 
illus. Discussion by M. Duplessy and Mme 
Dumas, p. 839. 

Un gros de Jean IV de Bretagne; [and]. Emis- 
sions de liards sous Louis XIV. R. A. Merson. 
Ibid., pp. 837, 839-41: illus. Discussion by 
MM. Duplessy and Lafaurie, p. 841. 

Le gros au lion de Bergerac. P. Woodhead. Ibid, 
pp. 837, 841-3: illus. Discussion by M. 
Duplessy, p. 843. 

Westeuropese muntstelsels in de tweed helft van 
de veertiende eeuw: aantekeningen bij R. 
Degrijse, De Vlaamse westvaart en de Engelse 
represailles omstraeks 1378. Hubert van 
Werveke. In Handelingen der maatschappij 
voor geschiedenis en oudheidkunde te Gent, 
n.s., 27, 1973, pp. 242-7. The ratio between 
English, French, and Flemish currency in 
1378-9. 

*Nijkerk 1958. C. Karres, J. Vinkf.nborg. In 
Jaarboek voor Munt- en Penningkunde, 58/59, 
1971/2, pp. 182-6. The 1958 Nijkerk find (15 c. 
to 1521) included two angels, and three groats 
of Henry VI, one of them of Calais, Annulet 
issue, countermarked with the two roses of 
Lippstadt. 

*Miinzfund in Schwarzach, Gde. Seligenporten, 
Ldkr. Neumarkt, Oberpfalz. Dirk Steinhilber. 
In Jahrbuch fur Numismatik and Geldgeschichte, 
24, 1974, pp. 175-80, pis. 10-13. The Schwar- 
zach find 1970 (Ferdinand and Isabella to 1619) 
included an Elizabeth sixpence, i.m. pheon. 

*M 0 nterne fra Ostindiefareren ‘W'endela’, forlist 
ved Shetlandsoerne 1737, af Jorgen Steen 

o 

Jensen. In Nordisk Numismatisk Arsskrift, 
1973/4, pp. 31-66: illus.; summary, pp. 66-7. 



‘The coins from the East Indiaman Wendela, 
shipwrecked 1737 oil' the Shetland Isles’. 

*Dcr Mariatheresientaler 1780: Erganzungen zu 
Numismatische Zeitschrift, Bd. 86, S. 67 fF., 
mit besonderer Bcriicksichtigung der Nach- 
pragungen aus London, Paris und Rom. Franz 
Leypold. In Numismatische Zeitschrift , 90, 
1975, pp. 51-4, pis. 23-5. 

♦The currency of the Great War, by Benjamin 
White. London: Waterlow & Sons, 1921. xv, 
104 pp.: illus. ’The chapters represent eight 
articles published at irregular intervals in the 
Bankers' Magazine' — Preface. 

Anglo-Saxon 

The Aston Rowant treasure trove. J. P. C. Kent. 
In Oxoniensia, 37, 1972, pp. 243-4. 

*Saint Wilfred at Hexham , D. P. Kirby editor. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne: Oriel Press, 1974. xi, 
196 pp., 31 pp. of pis. £5-50. ‘In celebration of 
the 1300th anniversary of the foundation of St. 
Wilfrid’s church at Hexham’ — jacket. Partial 
contents: Richard N. Bailey, ‘The Anglo-Saxon 
metalwork from Hexhatn’, pp. 141-67, pis. 
XXV-XXIX, including the bucket in which 
the Hexham hoard was found on 15 October 
1 832, with some fifty more coins recovered in 
December 1841 — H. E, Pagan, ‘Anglo-Saxon 
coins found at Hexham’, pp. 185-90. 

*A halfpenny of St. Eadmund essaying the York 
mint signature. H. E. Pagan. In The Numis- 
matic Chronicle , 7th series, vol. xv, 1975, 
pp. 191-4, pi. 18. 

♦Den kgl. Mont- og Mcdaillesamling, Koben- 
havn, 1972. Ojto Morkholm. In Nordisk 
Numismatisk Arsskrift , 1973/4, pp. 130-8: 
illus. Includes mention (p. 133, p. 134 fig. 15) 
of the discovery at Stengade (Langeland, Tulle- 
bolle parish) of a penny of Eadgar, Two-Line 
type (N. 741), moneyer Ive, described as a 
hitherto unknown variety. 

♦Reflections on some Wessex mints and their 
moneyers. Ian Stewart. In The Numismatic 
Chronicle, 7th series, vol. xv, 1975, pp. 219-29, 
pi. 18 (Review-articles). 

♦Catalogue of English, Scottish & Irish hammered 
silver coins, including the R. P. V. Brettell 
collection of coins of Barnstaple . . . ; day of 
sale ... 18th June 1975 . . . Glendining & Co. 
[1975]. [2], 38 pp., pis. XIX, I-XIII (11/1975). 
Includes Ian Stewart, ‘The Barnstaple mint and 
its moneyers’, pp. 7-12. 


CNVtr rex. Georg Galster. In Nordisk Numis- 
matisk Unions Medlemsblad, no. 7, Sept. 1974, 
pp. 189-90, illus. 

England U 066-1 707) 

*Annual report of the American Numismatic 
Society for the period ending September 30, 
1974. [1974/5]. Ill pp.: illus. Accessions in- 
clude (pp. 22-3) the gift from the Norweb 
collection of Sylloge nos. 222-87 (William I), 
a Winchester type VI1/VIII mule (fig. 32), and 
a Marlborough type VIII (fig. 33). 

♦Last of the Norman kings: Henry I, David I of 
Scotland, Stephen: a sales catalogue of the 
Prestwich hoard of silver pennies [by Renaz 
Tasker]. [Prestwich (Silver Penny Lodge, Bury 
New Road, Sedgeley Park, Prestwich, Man- 
chester)]: [R. Tasker], [1975]. [2], 39 pp.: 19 
pis. £0-50. 

♦Catalogue of English and foreign coins in gold 
and silver ... 3rd September 1975. Glendi- 
ning & Co. [1975]. [2], 36 pp., 4 pis. (13/1975). 
Includes ‘Silver coins from the Prestwich 
Treasure Trove’, lots 231-84. 

Tre engelska mynt fran 1100-talet funna i Fin- 
land. Michael Dolley. In Nordisk Numis- 
matisk Unions Medlemsblad , no. 8, Oct. 1974, 
pp. 221-3. Two coins of Stephen and one of 
Henry II found in Finland. 

Un ‘longcross penny’ de Henri III d’Angleterre 
trouve a Louvain. Simone Scheers. In Cercle 
d'Etudes Numismatiques. Bulletin trimestricl, 
vol. 11 (no. 4), octobre-decembre 1974, p. 
114: illus. Class Vc, London: Nicole. 

Muslim coins in thirteenth-century England. 
Philip Grierson. In Near Eastern numismatics, 
iconography, epigraphy and history: studies in 
honor of George C. Miles, Dickran K. Kouym- 
jian editor [with assistance from Jere L. 
Bacharach], [Beirut] 1974, pp. 387-91. 

The case of hidden silver. John B. Penfold. In 
World Medicine, vol. 9 (no. 26), 25 September 
1974, pp. 96, 99, 101 : illus. The Treasure Trove 
inquest on the Colchester (1969) hoard, by the 
foreman of the jury. 

High prices in early fourteenth-century England : 
causes and consequences, by Mavis Mate. In 
The Economic History Review, 2nd series, 
vol. xxviii (no. 1), February 1975, pp. 1-16. 

♦Problems of the early coinage of Henry VII. 
Ian Stewart; appendix: the 1964 hoard 
from Hartford, Huntingdonshire, [by] M. M. 
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Archibald and J. P. C. Kent. In The Numis- 
matic Chronicle, 7th series, vol. xiv, 1974, 
pp. 125-47. 

*A note on ‘the Rose group’ angels of Henry VII. 
Herbert Schneider. Ibid., pp. 193-7, pi. 16 e. 

A 17th-century Kentish hoard. Peter Leach. In 
Cantium, 5 (1), 1973, pp. 8—1 3. Sheerness 
hoard, 1968. 

Great Britain (1707+) 

*Thc correspondence of Isaac Newton. Volume 
V: 1709-1713, edited by A. Rupert Hall and 
Laura Tilling. Cambridge: University Press for 
the Royal Society, 1975. liii, 439 pp., front. 
£20. Many of the letters relate to Mint affairs. 

The mint with the hole: . . . the coinage and . . . 
how coppers move in mysterious ways. 
Harold Jackson. In The Guardian , 21 October 
1975, p. 13: illus. (The money-go-round, 2). 

Scotland 

*The coinage of Scotland: Royal Bank of 
Scotland collection: [catalogue by H. W. A. 
Linecar]. Edinburgh: the Bank, [1975?]. 
[11] pp. : illus. (some cold.), map. 

■"Scottish copper coins of the seventeenth century 
found in Poland and in the neighbouring 
Soviet republics. Andrzej Mikolajczyk. In 
The Numismatic Chronicle , 7th series, vol. 
xiv, 1974, pp. 148-57. 

Ireland 

*Sy!loge of coins of the British Isles, 22 : Royal 
Collection of Coins and Medals, National 
Museum, Copenhagen, Part 5: Hiberno-Norse 
and Anglo-Irish coins, by Georg Galster with 
Michael Dolley and Jorgen Steen Jensen. 
London: Oxford University Press and Spink 
for the British Academy, 1975. xxx, [47] pp., 
22 pis. £8. 

*Hiberno-Norse imitations of Watchet Long cross 
coins. Mark Blackburn. In The Numismatic 
Chronicle, 7th series, vol. xv, 1975, pp. 195-7, 
pi. 18. 

The Anglo-Irish coins and tokens in the Univer- 
sity Coin-Cabinet at Oslo, by Michael Dolley. 
In Irish Numismatics, vol. 8 (no. 43), January/ 
February 1975, pp. 9-12: illus. 

The Anglo-Irish coins in the Cabinet des 
Medailles at the Bibliotheque Nationale, Paris, 
by Michael Dolley. Ibid., vol. 8 (no. 45), 
May/June 1975, pp. 83-7: illus. 


A nineteenth-century find of fifteenth-century 
coins from Caherciveen. Michael Dolley. 
In Journal, Kerry Archaeological & Historical 
Society, 6, 1973, pp. 195-7. 

A small hoard of Mary Queen of Scots coins from 
Co. Antrim. W. A. Seaby. In Ulster Journal of 
Archaeology, 35, 1972, pp. 45-7. Giant’s 
Causeway hoard. 

*A neglected minor parcel of ‘brass money’ 
shillings and sixpences of James II, by Michael 
Dolley. In Irish Numismatics, vol, 8 (no. 44), 
March/April 1975, pp. 53-4: illus. 

*A find of early 19th-century silver tokens from 
near Killala, Co. Mayo, by Michael Dolley. 
Ibid., vol. 8 (no. 46), July /August 1975, 
pp. 119-23: illus. The Doonadoba (Bally- 
castle) find 1965 of Bank of Ireland tokens. 

An unusual find of nineteenth-century coins 
from Rathkcnny (Wilkinstown). Michael 
Dolley. In Riocht na Midhe, 5 (3), 1973, pp. 
56-62. 

*Some preliminary observations on the supply of 
specie to Ireland under the Union, by Michael 
Dolley. In Irish Numismatics, vol. 8 (no. 47), 
September/October 1975, pp. 174-8. The dis- 
proportionately high number of pence dated 
1900 in the ‘Magi'll’ canister is explained by 
Queen Victoria’s state visit to Ireland in that 
year. 

English-speaking world 

*The coins of the British Commonwealth of 
Nations to the end of the reign of George VI, 
1952. Part 4 : India. Volume l : East India 
Company Presidency series, c. 1642-1835. F. 
Pridmore. London: Spink, 1975. xxv, 1-94, 
[2], 95-180, [2], 181-275 pp.: 6 maps (5 cold.), 
illus. £30. 

*A history of the West African Currency Board, 
by J. B. De Loynes. Revised [edn.]. London: 
the Board, 1974. xi, 49 pp., pis. 

Tokens, etc. 

*Medieval English jetons [i.e. jettons]. George 
Berry. [London]: Spink, 1974. 83 pp. : illus. 

Excavations on a medieval site at Huish, 1967-68 : 
the coins. C. E. Blunt. In Wiltshire Archaeo- 
logical & Natural History Magazine, vol. 67 b, 
1972, pp. 125-6. Two jettons and a Venetian 
soldino. 

The Cambridge trade tokens of the 17th and 
18th centuries and the traders who issued them, 
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by Kenneth A. Jacob. In Cambridgeshire 
Local History Council Bulletin, nos. 26-30, 
1971-5, pp. 3-8, 3-9, 3-8, 19-27, 11-19. 

A note on the seventeenth-century tokens of the 
O’Melaghlins of Mullingar. Michael Dolley. 
In Riocht na Midhe , 5 (3), 1973, pp. 46-8. 

* Welsh industrial tokens and medals: sidelights 

on 18th- and 19th-century industrial develop- 
ment, compiled by George C. Boon from the 
collections of the National Museum of Wales, 
in consultation with the Department of In- 
dustry. Cardiff: the Museum, 1973. [56] pp.: 
illus. £0 40. 

* Tickets and passes of Great Britain and Ireland 

. . ., described with occasional notes by W. J. 
Davis & A. W. Waters. [New York]: 
[Lenox Hill Publishing]; London: Spink, 1974. 
viii, 355 pp., [3] pp. of pis.: front., [1] pi. £12. 
Originally published Leamington Spa: pri- 
vately printed at the Courier Press, 1922. 
English card counters, gaming house inns, lottery 
pieces, racing tokens. Spiel Marken, German 
whist, whist and other gaming pieces. Melvin 
Fuld. In TAMS Journal , vol. 14 (no. 4, part 2), 
Aug. 1974, pp. 1-45, illus. 

* British countermarks on copper and bronze 

coins. J. Gavin Scott. London: Spink, 1975. 
[7], 179 pp., 10 pis.: facsimile advertisements. 
Includes coins with adhesive paper labels and 
aluminium rings. 

‘Countermarks of Irish interest, by Francis 
Heaney. In Irish Numismatics, vol. 8 (no. 44), 
March/April 1975, pp. 37, 46-7: illus. 

‘An unusual provenance for the In Memory of 
the Good Old Days counter, by Michael 
Dolley and J. McGrath. Ibid., p. 47. Found 
Salisbury (Rhodesia), Presentation Convent, 
1973. 

‘Auckland tradesmen’s token[s], by H. A. 
Robinson. In New Zealand Numismatic Journal, 
vol. 13 (no. 51), May 1974, pp. 135-48. 

Paper money 

Some early pattern notes of the Isle of Man. 
Ernest Quarmby. In International Bank Note 


Society Journal, vol. xiii (no. 3), Sept. 1974, 
pp. 164-7: illus. 

How to make £16,352,000 a year: . . . banknotes 
from birth to incinerator. Harold Jackson. 
In The Guardian, 20 October 1975, p. 15: illus. 
(The money-go-round, 1). 

Medals, badges 

The British medals in the Semmehveis Medical 
Historical Museum in Budapest. Lajos Huszar. 
In Communicationes de Historia Artis Medi- 
cinae, supplement 6, 1972, pp. 47-55. 

‘Medals of the Erasmus Smith schools, by 
Arthur E. J. Went. In Irish Numismatics, vol. 
8 (no. 45), May /June 1975, pp. 92-3: illus. 

The Conspicuous Bravery medal of the City of 
Cardiff Police and Fire Brigade. Jack Bod- 
dington. In Medal Collector ( Orders and 
Medals Society of America), vol. 25 (no. 4), 
April 1974, pp. 22-5, illus. 

Edward VII ‘heart-shaped’ coronation medalets 
by Stokes, 1902. W. James Noble. In Report 
of the Australian Numismatic Society, 1973, 
pp. 421-5. Australian and New Zealand 
medals. 

‘The Great War, 1914-1918: an exhibition of 100 
commemorative medals offered for sale, 1-17 
December 1975. Spink & Son. London: Spink, 
[1975]. [6] pp.: illus. 

Warwick medalette: silver wedding anniversary, 
King George V and Queen Mary. H. Arm- 
strong. In Report of the Australian Numis- 
matic Society, 1973, pp. 415-20. Issued to 
schoolchildren in Warwick, Queensland. 

*The works asterisked have been added to the 
library by donation, exchange, or purchase. 
Separately-published books which have not been 
received by the Society are not included among 
the other publications noticed, which are confined 
to contributions to periodicals and other collec- 
tions, and exclude, in addition to this Journal, 
Coins and Medals, Spink's Numismatic Circu- 
lar, and Seaby’s Coin and Medal Bulletin. 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
BRITISH NUMISMATIC SOCIETY, 1975 


At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 26 January, Mr. 
Rigold, President, in the chair, Mr. Oliver Burrows, Mr. Richard Charles Clinton Fynes, 
Mr. D. Greenmalgra, and Dr. Keith Manchester were elected to Ordinary Membership. 
Mr. Chown read a paper on the base coinages of Henry VIII and Edward VI. 

At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 25 February, 
Mr. Rigold, President, in the chair, Mr. P. R. Thompson and Mr. Anthony Wyvilie 
were elected to Ordinary Membership, Mr. Sharp read a paper on the shillings of 
Charles I, of the Tower Mint. 

At an Ordinary' Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 25 March, Mr. 
Rigold, President, in the chair, Mr. Rowley Edward Butters and Mr. Jed L. Hamburg 
were elected to Ordinary Membership. Mr. P. W. Temple was elected to Junior Member- 
ship. Mr. Noel Woolf read a paper on Touch Pieces. 

At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 22 April, Mr. 
Rigold, President, in the chair, Mr. G. P. Allis, Mr. M. Y. Carter, Miss Frances Colman, 
Mr. C. D. Dennett, Mr. C. R. Schraeder, and the Stenton Library, Reading University, 
were elected to Ordinary Membership. Miss Archibald read a short paper on a necklace 
of coins of Edward the Confessor and Harold II, believed to be from the Chancton 
Find. Mr. Lyon read a short paper on the Second Hand type of Ethelred II. Mr. Pagan 
read a short paper on the Two Line type of the coinage of Edgar. 

At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 27 May, Mr. 
Rigold, President, in the chair, Cheshire Libraries and Museums were elected to 
Ordinary Membership. The President presented the Sanford Saltus Medal for 1974 to 
Mr. Lyon. Mr. Purvey read a paper entitled ‘Reproduction as an Art Form’. 

At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 25 June, Mr. 
Blunt, Vice-President, being in the chair, the Chairman announced the death of our 
Vice-President, Derek Allen, and asked members to rise as a tribute to him. Mr. A. S. 
Adamson and Mr. J. C. Sadler were elected to Ordinary Membership. Five short papers 
were read. Mr. Stewart read a paper on a Canterbury penny of Edward III, Fox class 16, 
and a Durham penny of Edward III. Mr. Woodhead read a paper on a Calais penny of 
Henry VI, and an Anglo-Gallic Lion Gros. Mrs. Delme-Radcliffe spoke on muling 
between different mints during the reign of Edward IV. Mr. Blunt spoke regarding 
similar muling in the coinage of the late fourteenth and early fifteenth century. Mr. 
Brand read a paper on the Anglo-Gallic gros of Aquitaine of the fourteenth century. 

At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 23 September, 
Mr. Blunt, Vice-President, in the chair, the Chairman announced the death of Mr. 
Shortt, the Curator of Salisbury Museum. Professor Dolley read a paper on the Irish 
brass and pewter moneys of James II. 



112 


PROCEEDINGS 


At an Ordinary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 28 October, Mr. 
Rigold, President, in the chair, Mr. Ernest Lax, Mr. John Mayne, and Mr. Norman 
Shiel were elected to Ordinary Membership. Dr. Metcalf read a paper entitled ‘The 
Changing Relationship between Coins and Money in the Nineteenth and Twentieth 
Centuries’. 

At the Anniversary Meeting held at the Warburg Institute on Tuesday, 25 November, 
Mr. Rigold, President, in the chair, Mr. John Davis King, Mr. Simon Hilton Monks, 
Dr. Gerald Slater, and Mr. Paul James Edward Stevens were elected to Ordinary 
Membership. 

The following Officers and Council were elected for 1976: 

President : P. Woodhead. 

Vice-Presidents : C. E. Blunt, O.B.E., F.B.A., F.S.A. ; G. V. Doubleday; H. H. King, 
M.A.; C. S. S. Lyon, M.A., F.S.A., F.I.A.; H. Schneider; E. J. Winstanley, L.D.S. 
Director. J. D. Brand. 

Treasurer-. R. J. Seaman, F.I.B. 

Secretary: W. Slay ter. 

Librarian-, R. H. Thompson, A.L.A. 

Council: G. Berry, B.A. ; M. A. S. Blackburn, B.A. ; J. F. Chown, M.A. ; Mrs. M. Delme- 
RadclifTe; P. D. Greenall, M.Sc. ; R. N. P. Hawkins; J. Lavertine, M.D.: Major C. W. 
Lister, R.A.; N. J. Mayhew; H. E. Pagan, M.A. ; S. E. Rigold, M.A., F.S.A. ; T. J. 
Robertson; J. G. Scott, B.Sc., M.C.I.T.; B. H. I. H. Stewart, R.D., M.A., F.S.A., 
F.S.A. Scot., M.P.; J. Weibel. 

Mr. Rigold delivered his Presidential Address. 


EXHIBITIONS 

January 
By Mr. Chown 

Five Bristol groats to illustrate his lecture, including a mule with London lettering on 
the obverse and Bristol lettering on the reverse. 

Two Irish harp groats or sixpences, struck at Bristol, the legend ending with the 
regnal year 38. 

A non-portrait base penny of Edward VI of London mint with the ‘Ns’ in London 
reversed. 

A similar base penny of Philip and Mary clearly showing the mint-mark to be a halved 
rose and castle rather than the rose and ‘H’ as generally described. 

A copy taken from an Edward VI gold half-crown obverse die. 

By Mr. Merson 

Twelve jettons of the thirteenth-fifteenth centuries. 

By Mr. H. E. Pagan 

A group of early impressions of engravings of English gold and silver coins by George 
Vertue. Six are of English gold coins, Edward III-Charles I. They are reproduced in 
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the 1761 edition of Martin Folkes English Gold and Silver Coins, but the 1761 versions 
differ markedly. The main difference is that these impressions show many fewer coins 
on each plate, evidently because at the date these impressions were taken, Vertue had 
not completed the engraving of the coppers. 

A number of the coins reproduced in 1761 but not shown here are known to have 
belonged to Captain Robert Bootle, a well-known collector of the date, and the assump- 
tion is that Vertue had still to see his collection when the engraving process had reached 
the state of the impressions. 

The remaining five are of English silver coins, Edward Vl-Cromwell. Only one carries 
Vertue’s monogram but they all appear to be by him, and to form a parallel series to 
the engravings of gold coins. They are not exactly paralleled by engravings of silver 
coins in Folkes’s book, but it is to be noted that the plates of silver coins in the book 
were compiled under the supervision of Folkes himself, while those of gold coins were 
directly produced by the Society of Antiquaries to whom Vertue was engraver. These 
may be (i) early impressions of engravings later greatly altered by Folkes (there are 
certain similarities with the Folkes plates), or (ii) engravings intended by Vertue to 
supersede those done for Folkes but not in the end published. 

April 

By Mr. Rigold 

Coins from Pleshey Castle, Essex, excavated 1959-60: 

Edwardian sterlings. 

Class X Canterbury. 

Class lllg or lllf, York. 

Two, probably of class XIV. 

Sterling of John the Blind, Luxembourg. 

Edward III, Durham, Bishop Hatfield. Treaty Period. lib. 

Short-Cross cut farthing, class V?. Canterbury? 

A cut Flemish Rider. 


June 

By Mr. P. Woodhead 

1. Penny of Henry VI, Leaf-Trefoil issue, mint of Calais, ? unpublished. 

2. Lion groat of Henry, Count of Lancaster, as Lord of Bergerac, not known to 
Hewlett or Poey d’Avant. 

3. For comparison with above- — Lion groats of Aquitaine (Edward 111), 

Brittany (Charles de Blois), 
Flanders (Louis de Nevers), 
Brabant ( Jean III). 


By Mr. Blunt 

1. Edward III half-groat, 1369-77. 

2. Same obverse die, but reverse of late Richard II,? struck at the outset of the 
reign of Henry IV. 

3. Henry IV, light London penny, the actual coin illustrated in Hawkins, his no. 327. 

i 
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4. Same obverse die, but mullet punched over pellet to right of crown. Reverse of 
early Henry V, of London. 

5. Same altered obverse die. Reverse die of later Henry V, this time of Durham, 
(dvrolm). 

By Mr. Brand 

Anglo-Gallic coins, including casts and photographs. Aquitaine. Gros with leopard 
above. 

Type 1 

1. Edward III O+O below spire. 

2. Edward III OUO below spire. 

3. Henry, Earl 000 below spire. 

4. Henry Earl OUO below spire. 

Type 2 (crown below spire) 

5. Edward III 

7. Henry! Duke) Phot ° graphs ’ British MuSeum - 
Type 3 

8. Rosette in top arch. (Photograph, British Museum.) 

9. Cross in top arch. 

10/11. Rosette below chatel. (Cast, Ashmolean Museum.) 

Ponthieu oboles 

12. Edward I. 

13. Edward 111. 

By Mr. Ian Stewart 

Edward III, Canterbury penny, Fox class XVI (‘Florin’) type 2, with annulet stops 
and tts. 

Durham penny, c. 1360/1 
R6X-7ni6IG-DII 

Crozier, after ctvi. As pre-treaty series G, but note title. 

September 

By Mr. Pagan, two documents 

1. Order to Mr. Stephen Evans & Company, goldsmiths, Lombard Street, 11 July 
1687, on behalf of the Duke of Albemarle & Company, to deliver ‘three hundred 
ounces of our bar silver’ to Mr. George Bower. 

The proceeds of Sir William Phipps’s expedition to the West Indies to recover treasure 
from sunken wrecks were divided between the Duke of Albemarle and other financial 
backers of Phipps’s expedition, and part was used to strike a series of commemorative 
medals in silver. This order gives a terminus post quern for their manufacture; George 
Bower was the die engraver responsible. 

2. Letter dated 18 July relating to the battle of Aughrim. 



October 


By Mr. Berry 

A box containing eighteen silver-gilt counters of Simon Passe, the Dutch engraver 
who worked in this country (c. 1616-38). The box is original. The eighteen counters are 
probably derived from three separate sets viz. 

1. Seven showing portraits of James I and Prince Charles (struck about 1620). 

2. Eight showing portraits of Charles I and his wife Maria (struck about 1626). 

3. Three showing full-length figures of William I, William II, and Henry V (struck 
about 1630). 

Also miscellaneous silver counters of Simon Passe, showing Charles I, Anne of 
Denmark, Prince Henry, the Elector Palatine, Prince Charles Louis, etc. 

November 
By Mr. Merson 

Reproduction of a medal struck to commemorate the expulsion of the English from 
France in 1451. 

Ref. ‘Medaille frappe a la Monnaie de Paris sous Charles VII en souvenir de l’ex- 
pulsion des Anglais en 1451 et annees suivantes’. Par M. Vallet de Viriville, Annuaire 
S.F.N. 1867, pp. 210 et seq. PI. XIV, 5. Medal struck 1455. 

Reproduced in bronze by the Paris mint, 1975. 

By Mr. P. J. Seaby 

A counterfeit William IV 1832 sovereign (from a ‘private’ mint in Beirut). First 
sightings late 1974. 
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ADDRESS BY STUART EBORALL RIGOLD, 

M.A., F.S.A., F.R.HIST.S., F.R.S.A. 

PRESIDENT OF THE BRITISH NUMISMATIC SOCIETY 
Delivered at the Anniversary Meeting, 25 November 1975 

REVIEW OF THE YEAR 

Tonight I publicly complete my five years’ service as President, expecting to hand 
the seals of office to a master of detail, Mr. Peter Woodhead, under whose penetrating 
eye I predict that the Society will flourish for the five years to come. I thank you for the 
privilege that you have given me, for the pleasure of working so closely with a body that 
is free and friendly, yet critical, that preserves the graces of true amateurism when many 
antiquarian studies are hobbled with cant-talk and bogus professionalism. I thank you 
too for the opportunity to speak at large, to voice the peripheral interests which make 
coins such a central and referent subject. Like Memling’s model, I hold a coin between 
my fingers to proclaim that I will live and die a wide-eyed child of the unbounded 
Renaissance. 

One year is too short for a worthwhile review of any but an insect life: a human 
census needs a Roman lustre, and of this I shall avail myself later. But one year brings 
the sad duty of recalling those whom we have lost — three only in the Society, but two of 
exceptional stature, with whom I have enjoyed long friendship, and a third who has 
been a benefactor. 

In Derek Allen, who died suddenly in June, not only our Society and our sister, not 
only numismatics and music, his other particular devotion, but the whole common- 
wealth of learning and the arts has lost a friend and advocate. He was incomparably 
the most influential figure in the British numismatic sphere. As a measure of his self- 
effacing industry I remind you that he served as our Secretary in his youth, as our 
President from 1959 to 1963, and President of the Royal from 1966 to 1970, that he 
commenced in the Department of Coins and Medals in 1935, producing the ‘Tealby’ 
catalogue, a major task to a lesser man, as though without effort. He left the Coin Room 
for the wider Civil Service, which took him across the world and to the highest posts, 
after which, as Secretary, and recently as Treasurer, of the British Academy, he guided 
with beneficence the largest non-political patronage this province of the learned world 
enjoys. Yet, in effect, he never left the Coin Room : he remained the undisputed master of 
Ancient British numismatics, from his famous article in Archaeologia to the great Cata- 
logue that he left unfinished but fully informed. It will be Allen’s Catalogue no less than 
it is Mozart’s Requiem. Today, not more than ever, but more than in our grandfathers’ 
day, scholarship subsists on patronage (the Sylloge, for one thing, could not exist with- 
out it) and scholars may walk in suspicious trepidation of those that dispense it. At lower 
level I myself experience the peril of the academic civil servant, struggling not to become 
declasse and yet to keep, with patience and humility, the confidence of the colleagues 
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that one feeds. Derek Allen will always be my model. From either side, he was one of 
‘them’, yet completely one of ‘us’: not a hybrid but a perfect species, which has no 
place in Lord Snow’s tenebrous zoology. 

The second was that happy warrior Hugh Shortt, Curator of Salisbury Museum and 
a member since 1955. His publications include an early survey of the mints of Wiltshire 
but his sustained interest was in oriental coins. He stood out among curators not by 
virtue of his office — his is not the only important museum in Wiltshire, far less in all 
Wessex; curators may be careerists or field-specialists in need of a benefice. Hugh Shortt 
became a figure of national, as well as local, standing for the breadth and tolerance of his 
learning, for his enthusiasm, and for the gallantry that made nothing of his physical 
weakness. 

The only other loss by death has been Mr. Pearson Graham, who was elected in 1968 
and attended occasionally, but keenly enough to bequeath the Society £100. I must, 
however, mention, though he was not a member and primarily an orientalist, whose 
interests just impinged on ours in his magisterial Coinage of the Visigoths , that distin- 
guished scholar George C. Miles of the American Numismatic Society, with grateful 
memories of my welcome at a summer seminar. 

Beside these losses we must set 7 resignations and 14 amovals, which just balance the 
21 new members elected this year, leaving a total of 519 — 376 ordinary, 6 junior, and 
137 institutional. By nineteenth-century standards this membership is huge: the Royal 
kept afloat with some 60 or 70 ordinary members in the 1860s and select bodies with 
no ‘passengers’ (such as the Vernacular Architecture Group) can still achieve great 
things with that sort of number as long as they do not publish on any considerable 
scale. This is, and will remain, the critical point. The expectation of life for our Society, 
other than as a ghost, a section, or a club, is determined by two factors — the access of 
material worthy of our Journal and ‘growth’ at least as fast as that of production-costs. 
I trust that it will live until, or unless, the Journal fails from intellectual rather than 
economic inanition. 

Until, many years ago, Mr. Blunt ‘quickened a new birth’ the Society was in danger 
of fading through age and repetition. This is no longer so. I present new candidates for 
office, mature yet fresh for action — beside the new President a new Director in Mr. 
Brand, and welcome Mrs. Delme-Radclifle to the editorial table. You will all share my 
wonderment as well as gratitude that, amid his great and, I hope, growing respon- 
sibilities, Mr. Stewart has found time to have been so successful a Director for so long, 
and though we shall miss Mr. Porteous’s urbane and cosmopolitan mind among the 
editors, he too has served us well among many other commitments. These changes 
apart, Council has a strong continuity and is more closely identified with the Society 
at large than in some bodies. Let us remember the corollary of this: Council is not in 
business to serve the members like customers; the Society is a co-operative Society; 
there is no alternative source of supply and members can, or should, not walk out as 
from a shop that fails to deliver the goods. I say this in case any members become restive 
because the Journal is apparently late, despite the fact that we have had a free and 
special issue. The issue for 1973 can be expected in the spring and that for 1974 is 
‘catching up’. We are not alone in having troubles from the printing industry; the 
editors, of whom Mr. Pagan bears the heaviest charge, are honorary and work in their 
own time to the most exacting standards. 
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In publications, where again I rely on our Librarian’s watchful eye, I note Dr. 
Grierson’s small but thorough handbook. Numismatics, and two new fascicules of the 
Sylloge — Elizabeth Pirie’s on the Yorkshire collections and three collaborators on the 
Hiberno-Norse coins in Copenhagen. Major Pridmore has carried his great work on 
colonial coinage into India, with ‘John Company’s’ issues to 1835, and has proved 
himself master of techniques needed for a predominantly oriental series. India was never 
a colony in any but a perverse sense. In another field, once thought ‘marginal’ but ever 
more displayed as a source of valid historical evidence, we have Gavin Scott on British 
Countermarks on Copper and Bronze Coins, and our member Roy Hawkins’s Four Studies 
on tickets and checks. A. J. Nathanson on Thomas Simon has no original matter, but 
vol. V of The Correspondence of Isaac Newton covers his work at the Mint. Then there 
are solid numismatic contributions to various archaeological and historical works of 
wider import, such as the massive Excavations in Medieval Southampton, 1953-1969, the 
unequal Festschrift called St. Wilfrid at Hexham which includes a fresh study of the 
Hexham hoard by R. N. Bailey and Hugh Pagan, and Christopher Brooke’s London 
800-1216: the Shaping of a City, for which our retiring Director has provided material 
on the mint and hoards of London. What a pity he could not have prevailed on the 
author to delete the meaningless ‘800’ and substitute, not on numismatic evidence 
alone, a significant date — c. 730 or c. 650! 

Finally, our sister society has issued the first number of Coin Hoards, a compilation 
of interim reports on recent finds, recent studies of old finds, and some reports that 
must probably be taken as final. Our Librarian expresses alarm lest we be entering an 
‘Alexandrian’ age of abstracts and hopes that people will not feel themselves absolved 
from making full reports. I can reassure him from other archaeological publication. 
‘Interims’ are a safeguard; they neither discourage the industrious nor spur the dilatory. 
For my part, however, if not my successor’s, I feel absolved thereby from the very 
provisional hoard-report that has become customary on this occasion. In fact there was 
little to put in it this year. 

In retrospect over these five years I can discern some pattern in numismatic research. 
The established work of the mature, if not always middle-aged, generation has been 
maintained, not least in the continued sifting and recovery of scattered evidence about 
old finds and pedigrees, in full communion with our predecessors. Mr. Blunt and his 
pupils have found yet more weak spots in the seemingly impenetrable Old English 
shield-wall and strengthened them. On my own subject of ‘sceattas’ a few, not least 
Dr. Metcalf, have been at work, but much more remains to be done. There has been 
much progress in the study of tokens and lesser things, closely tied to local history and 
to medieval and post-medieval archaeology. Yet I am a little uncertain about new fields 
and the new generation. Metallurgical studies are on the move, but ‘archaeometry’ is 
a scientific rather than a humane discipline, beyond the powers of an amateur society 
and most private equipment. We may not keep the means of neutron activation at home, 
but we do keep cameras and projectors, and I believe that direct, almost instinctive, 
observation, rather than itemized analysis is the amateur’s way in the future. I mention 
Mr. Woodhead’s new approach to the Edwardian coinage. Another tool, once frighten- 
ing but now in everyone’s hands, is the limited application of statistical and distribu- 
tional methods. The astonishing, if rather negative, analysis of the Hamwih sceattas is an 
instance. Another field, admittedly with room for speculation— another new assart 
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made in the forests that surround conventional history, where numismatic skills are 
needed — is that of the sources of bullion for money or any other purpose: I men- 
tion the work of Professor Sawyer. A like field, to leave the Middle Ages for those of 
exploration and empire that have so suddenly come to a close, is that of the sources, 
and withholding, of bullion on a much greater scale, while the precious metals were 
still economically dominant. This is a well-documented period, but the material may 
be unwieldy or difficult of access and the numismatists’ assistance, in providing both 
illustrations and a valid, independent, and relatively manageable source should be 
welcomed by students of economic history at all levels. I could cite the work of Dr. 
Grierson and many others, but I shall single out the haute vulgarisation of Mr. Porteous 
to a wider public who may not realize how lucky they are. 

The study of coins is antiquarianism: the presence of coinage, especially of coinage 
still current, is ‘living history’. The last five years have seen a chasm open which will 
ever distance the next generation from mine. We have survived an unhealthy accession 
of insincere numismatists, mere speculators, but they have left private collection increas- 
ingly difficult and study more than ever dependent on public collections. I shall return 
to tins in my final discourse, but it is a mere symptom of the illness. ‘Ils ne mouraient 
pas tous mais tous etaient affiiges’ ; yet, in the case of Sterling in any form that our fathers 
would have recognized it it looks like a terminal illness. 1 am not speaking of so-called 
decimalization, which was no remedy, however radical, though perhaps an anaesthetic. 
The French, with their piece de cent sous, as they knew it for more than a century after 
the centime appeared, kept their sense of continuity and a unit of 100 shillings would 
have served us well. The true pence would have soon died peacefully in any case, while 
the ‘new' pence’ would remain relatively ‘new’ for a thousand years had they the re- 
motest chance of surviving for that time. True, the English pound is some way from 
the declension of its once identical siblings the lira and the ancien franc, or livre, now 
disguised as a centime. But when I was born the Sterling coinage that, more robustly 
than any other in Europe, had ‘braved a thousand years the battle and the breeze’, could 
produce an authentic silver penny, thought inconveniently small for common use but 
still weighing nearly a third of W'hat it had weighed 700 years before, and more than 
a late medieval halfpenny. I dare not reckon what it would be now, but a grain rather 
than a pennyweight, and the last five years account for much of this. Precious metals 
are, of course, now but two commodities among many, even if the bullion-value of the 
least collectable old coin suddenly begins to look impressive. I shall be told that I am 
living in the past by even mentioning such terms, that I am a peasant with a stocking, 
bound to the soil when I should be gazing heavenward to endless expansion. Yet I 
hold more than a grain of my earthy suspicion, and 1 hold my respect for the England 
that mined very little of her silver yet acquired it in plenty. If this means that I have 
one foot in the Middle Ages it may be because, in one monetary sense, 1919 was much 
closer to 1219 than it is to 1975. 

COINS AND MUSEUMS 

Coins are ever scarcer and dearer, students ever more dependent on public collec- 
tions. True, the Sylloge is intended to bring public collections to your doorstep, but for 
many purposes it is no substitute for handling originals and museums exist, in part. 
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to facilitate this. To set this in context let me repeat the orthodox dogma, which I propose 
neither to dispute nor to defend, about the duties of museums, including those on the 
largest scale, which include whole cities in their exhibits. The duties, in descending 
order of priority, are these: 1, to preserve the ‘stuff’; 2, to make it available for study; 
3, to show a little of it to instruct, even to delight, the gaping mob. These duties may 
conflict: too many things may be tested to destruction or suffer from what is called 
‘visitor-erosion’, which blends insensibly into pilfering, but not into burglary. Exposure 
to study is inconsistent with 100 per cent security, even if access is restricted to formally 
established students, as might happen under a totalitarian regime, or beyond them, to the 
aureole of ‘honorary professionals’, such as flourishes under the British establishment. 
I need but cite the case of Thomas J. Wise. But the risk is worth taking, as is the greater 
risk implicit in the very words ‘probationer’ or ‘apprentice’. Societies such as ours have 
the free and prescriptive privilege of attesting, without formally underwriting, such 
students — of being the compurgators of a particular clergy’ — and we should guard it 
with all our conscience. The risks and conflicts of custodianship are ineradicable, but 
the priorities must not be shifted. They are fundamental to true archaeology. 

There are also risks beyond the scope of normal custody. A strong building is often, 
and for that reason, a dignified building; a gimcrack booth is neither. A grave warden 
may be better than one with a gun, which is, in British eyes, undignified. And what are 
twelve revolvers against earthquakes or Tartar hordes? The basic risk lies in having all, 
or too many, of a kind in one place. Yet, here too, there is a conflict: a museum with too 
few is too small for comparative study. The work that matters is done in what are called 
‘national’ museums — a dangerous and deceptive term, for such museums are of supra- 
national importance, and if they aim at less they cease to be national and become provin- 
cial in an elephantine way. Nor do they all belong to the state, though the state ought 
not to let any one of them collapse, even if it is technically private, the personal property 
of one individual. One thinks of Pitt Rivers and the erosion of that great man’s legacy. 
By a good custom such museums arc associated, formally or, at least geographically, 
with universities. As far as holdings of coins go there are but four or five such ‘national 
museums’ in Great Britain — the Ashmolean, the Fitzwilliam, the Hunterian, perhaps the 
Museum of Antiquities in Edinburgh, and, above all, the British Museum, the cause 
rather than the effect of academic Bloomsbury. This association is very proper: a living 
university has living students of every grade and attracts fringe-institutions and fringe 
scholars, which it encourages, or at least tolerates. That is why I am speaking in this 
building, though I have never had any formal affiliation to ‘this’ university. For museums 
the best security of all lies in constant use. People will miss what they come to expect. 
Only a dead or dying university provokes anti-academies and neglects its possessions. 

Such ‘national’ museums cannot be created by fiat. By providence, or beneficence, 
they must reach a certain size and after that they really begin to grow. Numismatically 
speaking, in England and Scotland, we already probably have enough of them. 
In America there are certainly too many of them trying to reach the point of spontaneous 
growth and only two or three that have arrived. In France intensive centralization 
has ensured that there is really only one, but there are too many that are not quite ‘there’, 
not so much from lack of possessions as from lack of use. Let those that have not, 
or have not nearly, ‘arrived’ resign themselves to being provincial museums, or 
teaching collections up to undergraduate level, such as that established by Sir Frank 
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Stenton at Reading. These are honourable estates, but before I return to them let me 
consider the third aspect of museums, beside conservation and study, that of display. 
It is probably more important to minor museums than to national ones. For one thing, 
they have to make the most of less ; for another, they can experiment with less risk, on 
a smaller scale. The national museums are strong enough — or should be — to stand as 
fortresses of the whole learned world against political and other gimmicks, which is 
sufficient reason for aiming at a supra-national status. Provincial museums belong to the 
people of the provinces and can do worse than to keep the people happy. 

The Department of Coins and Medals has just set up a permanent exhibition at the 
British Museum. It contains electrotypes and real coins, mixed up, and quite well lit, 
in table-cases. It is an elementary display, not meant to assist in finer identification, as I 
observed from a young man vainly pressing Iris nose against the glass. Above the cases 
is a frieze of sometimes dim enlargements and a miscellany of general ‘background- 
material’ at the same intellectual level. It is well thought-out within its terms, but does 
such a peep-show deserve such space at the heart of one of the world’s greatest reposi- 
tories of material for study? 1 ask this in the knowledge that those responsible cannot 
answer me directly here, in the hope that no significant coin has been tied down whence 
it can only be extracted with difficulty, and so removed from study, and in the belief 
that it was arranged on a mean budget, so that it is ipso facto unworthy of a great 
museum. But I am familiar enough with the ‘interpretation-fiends’, imposing their soft 
lights and background-music on museums of all kinds, that education of dunces, by 
dunces, for dunces may not perish from the earth. 1 do not believe that the universities 
should teach the ABC by means of neon-lights — at least not across their portals — 
whatever they do in the backrooms of Toynbee Hall. And I do not believe that the 
Museum needs to press coins into being ‘medallic illustrations’ of an etiolated restate- 
ment of dreary and often erroneous orthodoxy — 1066 and 1485 and all that. I have seen 
it done more neatly, and more fittingly, in Doncaster. 

This is not to condemn the arts of window-dressing and static display, the masques 
and pageants of a world of high wages, where dummies must serve. Still less is it to 
condemn exhibitions with an impetus and message of their own. I passed through one 
such to enter the dim cavern of coins, deliciously overloaded, circumspectly ‘committed’ 
and almost 100 per cent reproduction, in honour of Jefferson and Franklin — a proud, 
but literally cardboard, assertion of a historical myth and a living entity. Can’t we do as 
much for Brunanburh as they for Bunker Hill? Before the last war its Victorian equiva- 
lent stood before the coin-room, likewise 100 per cent reproduction — a cascade of 
glittering electrotypes on blue velvet. Myself as a child, I sensed they were not real: our 
maid thought they were, and we both thought they were lovely. At least two messages, 
now outworn, ‘came over’ — the gospel of Mammon according to the gold standard and 
the Victorian myth of evolution in art. Yet who could leave the American exhibition with- 
out feeling that the American myth must not become outworn? And who could leave 
the ‘British history in coins’ (I might make an exception of the Ancient British section), 
without myth, without controversy, without shape or statistics, with any such feeling 
at all? 

Certainly, if important individual coins are used in the exhibition the actual damage 
would be slight — nothing to the horrifying results of the Museum exposing its finest 
manuscripts open at their most famous pages for a hundred years, when enlarged 
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reproductions would serve much better. This is the very negation of conservation. It 
satisfies only children at one brief stage of development. It is a kind of secular, demo- 
cratic relic-cult, seen at its most pathetic on Capitol Hill, with its sad gradual to a 
totally faded Declaration of Independence. The custodians of real, thaumaturgous 
relics, with a thousand years of experience, know better and only expose them on rare 
occasions. 

In short, there is nothing to be gained by exposing what one cannot really see. Coins, 
in particular, do not lend themselves to normal exhibition behind glass, and medals 
fare little better. A very instructive little display of coins and medals in the recent 
Palladio exhibition was deadened by its lighting and surroundings, and only strong side- 
lights and magnification might have saved it. On the other hand, modern colour-slides 
at fullest enlargement are, literally, a revelation, and these, and enlarged colour-prints 
are much more manageable than lenses for each specimen. Real coins, when displayed 
beside enlargements, only show what sad brown blobs they often appear to the naked 
eye: their place is more as a scale than to satisfy some desire to gaze without under- 
standing on the substance of antiquity. Coins, at least for their artistic virtues, are almost 
microscopic objects and deserve the presentation of the microbiologist. For a simple 
example 1 cite an exhibit in the Grosvenor Museum, Chester — a shabby sestertius 
beside a huge ‘blow-up’ of it, with all its epigraphy expanded. 

From this point I return to the place of provincial museums, both as repositories of 
coins and as means of instruction by them. They are certainly suited to elementary demon- 
strations like that at Chester and to extended samples of conunon types, perhaps under 
magnification. This is an economy: it saves hours with difficult reference books and 
time-consuming visits to national museums, whose staffs have higher things to do. 
On the other hand, the deliberately collected reserves of local museums are little used, 
and of little use, except when strong in local mints and local token coinages. These are 
too often wrongly identified as such, yet it seems spiritually, if not intellectually, de- 
sirable that a student, say, of the Lincoln mint should have a compelling reason to visit 
Lincoln. Genuine provinces — though it might be disputed whether there are any, by 
numismatic or any other standards, in England as there are in Germany — might claim 
that their historic identity deserves numismatic representation, England has few ‘pro- 
vincial’ museums in this sense, long enough established to have acquired something 
like the balanced corpus of national museums but of more limited reference. One or two 
deserve to be in this category, yet the jealousy of local authorities militates against it. 
The Yorkshire Museum ought to be just that; Norwich Castle ought to be the museum 
for all East Anglia; Birmingham Museum is in fact the provincial museum of something 
totally indefinable. Among the county-towns of the smaller kingdoms Maidstone comes 
near this status and has a long tradition of numismatic interest. Yet reservations 
remain: provincial museums are less certain of a continuity of sympathetic curators 
and less certain of security. They may also become the shuttle-cocks of local politics 
and, especially in the swollen small-towns of the north, the platforms of petty rivalry. 
I can see no point in taking slices of notable hoards in order that Blacktwistle may keep 
up with Blackthwaite. Nobody is going to visit either if he can possibly help it and the 
presence of a few gold coins is unlikely to encourage him. 

There is, however, one field where local museums should certainly act as repositories 
and guard their possessions like gryphons. It matters not how the museum is constituted 
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provided that it is permanent, is not activated by rivalry, and has strong bonds with 
local field-archaeology. I speak of assemblages of site-finds, especially Iron-age, Roman, 
or from such places as deserted medieval villages. These assemblages are seldom worth 
displaying and, if displayed, should be displayed in entirety. They must be safe from 
substitution or disposal of duplicates, for it is the whole, not the components, that 
matters, and no archaeological ‘write-up’ can ever be considered final or complete and 
students should be able, indefinitely, to refer to the uncontaminated original material. 
This is a case where conservation and study have the absolute priority over exhibition. 

In returning to this distraction of purpose that affects all museums let me pronounce 
another dogma, another imperative, but not an absolute imperative, in their conduct, 
less well known than that with which I began, but which I hold with like conviction. It is 
the dogma of environment and it may conflict with all other considerations. An object 
should be kept in, or as near as possible to, its original context. City treasures should 
remain in the city; family pictures should remain in the family or, at least, in the house; 
vernacular buildings should stand on their soil; altar-pieces should remain in the church, 
despite the candle-smoke. All too often this serves neither conservation nor comparative 
studies, which demand that objects be brought together. Taken to its conclusion it 
becomes absurd: it would treat the whole world as a museum, which is the way a ‘pure’ 
student might see it. In a compromised form it is the charter of the local museum, which 
has no intellectual, as distinct from historical, warrant except in such a compromise. 
We must respect the compromise as we respect compromises between the three conflict- 
ing ‘duties’ but the relative priority is not so clear. We must therefore look to, and per- 
haps adapt our values to, the historical situation of museums themselves. National 
museums are essentially eighteenth- and nineteenth-century institutions, collecting for 
ease of access and comparative study. Good reproduction and swift travel make their 
purposes less urgent, or perhaps limit their scope, and the local, distributed, and less 
vulnerable museum may press its claims anew. This means more specialization on the 
part of great institutions, and thereby a raising, not a lowering, of their standards of 
scholarship. Those that call for more popularization at the great museums must be 
tactfully directed to the provinces. 

The implications of the ‘dogma of environment’ apply, in general, less to coins than 
to most objects. Coins are by nature mobile, their precise context is a matter of accident, 
not substance, and the records of their provenience are generally better and easier to 
follow up than for most objects. Witness our recording of hoards. This circumstance 
would vindicate the over-riding claims of major museums, in coins if in nothing else. 
It would also urge the listing and photography of all museum-objects, with coins as 
a model instance, in which the Sylloge shows how simply this may be done, and how 
useless the casual collections of minor museums may be until they are drawn together 
into such a greater whole. 

The same applies to casual private collections. The day of the huge private assemblage 
that may be a quarry in itself is past. The specialized collection is a different matter and 
it is often desirable that it should remain intact (where else but in a public museum ?), or 
at least remain on record in the Sylloge. At whatever level the building of a collection 
means the Bildung of the collector and the record of such an education may often be of 
value to others. Only the ‘space-filling’ type of collection is utterly barren, and I would 
beg such collectors not to be jealous or to yearn for the unattainable. The museums 
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in time will devour them, as they devoured the omnivorous collectors, the Cottons and 
Sloanes who lie beneath the foundations of the ‘national’ museums and who were broad- 
minded enough to give to the world what had already served their turn: as they are 
devouring the specialized collections of today, by means of which their builders have 
broken new fields for science. Few of these pioneers, in any age, have been selfish or 
secretive, even when their researches have been most intensive, and I take my conge with 
a general salute to the unpossessive possession that has distinguished most of our 
fraternity. What I have to offer — mainly notes and experience, since I am not a collector 
— let me both claim and share. I leave my books open before you, with the sentiments of 
a humanist, 

S. E. R. sibi et amicis. 
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